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‘Tar case or Sym vv, Fraser anv ‘anorner—which 
ed five days in the Court of Queen's Bench, and, in 
fearlier stages, while the evidence left the result in 
me uncertainty, excited no little public interest—de- 
some notice from us, so far as it illustrates the con- 
ersy which has existed for some time between 
prs and doctors on the subject of insanity. In this 
e the defendants had the good sense to avoid callin 
ithe aid of any ef the theories or speculations whic 
he “ pscychological ” doctors love to indulge in. ‘There 
no terrible hess vase or sinister peer a based 
yr ptoms that, to ordin rsons, would a‘ r 
i but to any of the sandedossnes, would be ent: 
evidence of actual insanity. There was no pretence 
. the medical men, who had the misfortune to be de- 
lants in the action, were entitled, by their superior 
’ © draw such conclusions from the conduct 
the plaintiff as would have been repugnant to the 
lligence and the feelings of ordinary men. Any 
tempt of this kind would probably have produced a 
rent result, although there is no second — as to 
ie entire fairness and justice of the verdict. Both judges 
ii juries have become extremely suspicious of the testi- 
pny of those professional witnesses who undertake to 
n the nature of insanity in its medico-legal relations, 
id who are always ready to expound some pretended 
detrine of monomania, or of irresistable impulse, just 
}may happen to suit the exigencies of the moment. 
he case of Mrs. Symm, as it turned out upon 
t ing, did not require the aid of any such 
eculative testimony ; the plain unvarnished facts were 
ite sufficient for the defence; neither was it one that 
Wited theoretical treatment. Yet it was open to it, 
id one’or two mad-doctors would no doubt have been 
to give such an account of the plantiff's aberrations 
S might have altered the complexion of the whole case ; 
id it would have been very useful to have proved 
it the plaintiff was at the time decidedly insane, ac- 
Ming to the received notion. If the defendants’ wit- 
tases had not turned out so well, and proved their case 
fcompletely, it might have been a great point for the 


efendants to have shown that, notwith ing out- 
arc iar ddnaytaannctante, take alee emede choenn 


gasons appreciable to the initiated, which justified them 
(their treatment of the plaintiff. But they took a 
honest and manly course, and not without reward. 

ical men, who are defendants in such cases, may 
inerall pa Bago al <p reciation of the 
juirements of medical duty, and of responsibility 
‘Medical practitioners under circumstances such as 
lose in Mrs. Symm's case; and their best policy is to act 
Dr. Fraser and Dr, Andrews have done, by putting 
. tm ree jury bre = adventitious 
opinions of a special class o tioners, 

ose theories have deservedly little weight with the 
Iblic, and excite suspicion. Lord Chief- 
tice Cock in his summing b i stated that 
ire was not a tittle of evidence of the employ- | 
int of the keepers by Dr. Fraser, nor was the evi- , 














dence sufficient against Dr. Andrews on this point. 
“The question, therefore, would be on this part of the 
case,” said his Lordship, ‘‘ Whether the defendants them- 
selves put the plaintiff under the charge of these persons, 
= whether - ee, 80 oe otis cae in 
t —— the attendants, in the discharge 
of their duty gave them such advice vail directions as 
they deemed for the benefit of the patient, and not such 
orders as made the attendants their servants or agents. 
In the latter view, it was his duty to tell the jury that 
the defendants were not responsible. And, even if they 
thought that the defendants had acted by way of au- 
thority and command, they must consider whether they 
had acted oppressively and cruelly, or wantonly and 
recklessly—without due regard to the comfort of their 
patient—or in the honest and conscientious discharge of 
their duties; and, further, whether what was done was 
for the injury of the plaintiff, or rather for her benefit 
and advantage; and according as the jury took one or 
other view of the case, they would, even in the event of 
their finding for the plaintiff, estimate the damages.” 
His Lordship considered, on a review of the evidence, 
there could be no serious doubt of its being entirely in 
favour of the defendants, and stated, as matter of ny 
that medical men were entitled to “protection in the 
honest exercise of their professional functions,” and that, 
under the circumstances, it was the duty of the defen- 
dants, as the medical attendants of the plaintiff, to do 
what they had done, and give the advice they had 
given. The verdict was accordingly for the defendants, 
and it has been received with general approbation by 
the public generally. The comments which have a 
peared on the subject in the newspapers are highty 
creditable, and must be very agreeable, to the medical 

fession. We think also that it should convey to 
them a wholesome moral in these lunacy or quasi-lunacy 
cases. 


In a casB at Nis Privs, on Wednesday last, there 
was @ curious passage about the return of the verdict. 
The action was for an injury sustained by a youth, 
against a railway company, and when the judge had 
summed up, the jury re-called a medical witness for the 

urpose of putting some questions to him as to the pro- 
ability of the plaintiff's recovery. After the required 
information had been obtained, the following 'y 
took place :— 

The jury considered, and then asked as to the medical ex- 
penses; as to which 

The Lorp Cuter Justice informed them that they could 
not be recovered, as the mother had paid them. 

The jury again considered, and the Foreman turned round 
and said “ We ate disposed to think £1,500 would be a proper 
amount.” . 

The Lorp Cuter Justice, who evidently, with every one in 
court, supposed that this was the verdict, made some obser- 
vation, apparently of surprise, and left the court. As he did 


80, 

Several of the jury immediately said that they had not 
delivered a definite verdict, that the Foreman had only made 
@ suggestion, that some were for a larger amount, and that what 
he meant was that they were all agreed that it ought at least 
to. be £1,500. 

It should be observed that the officer had not called upon them 
in the usual form, “Gentlemen, are you all agreed on your 
verdict ?” 

The Lorp Cutzr Justice said, if the jury were not agreed, 
as he had supposed they were, they must re-consider 
verdict. bi 

The jury said they had not agreed, and they then re-con- 
sidered, and ultimately found a verdict for £2,000. 


“Tue question or THE Cracurts is still in abeyance. 


sve been 


and Durham will be added to the Midland, while War- 
wick and Northampton will be joined 
circuit. We believe, however, that all 
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mere guess-work, and that the distribution of the circuits 
has not yet been settled. It is said to be not — 
that, as between Leeds and Wakefield, the latter 
have the preference as a new assize town for the county 
of York. In our impression of to-day will be found an 
interesting paper on the subject generally, by Mr. Avi- 
son, of Liverpool. 

Tux precision or tHe Court or Excuequze in the 
poo .o mar v. ar which we —_—— to last 
week, has ca an entirely new system of taking depo- 
sitions in the Liverpool Police-court. The ovibees is 
yr ophen ee in Dep of i ma wae 
the hearing o prisoner, ractice previo i 
to take Ae evidence in a private Toom, and pr Mosier 
to read it over to the presiding magistrate in open court. 
The alteration is one which will necessitate the employ- 
ment of shorthand writers. 


On Tusspay Arrerxoon the Royal Commissioners— 
the Lord Chancellor, Duke of Somerset, and Duke of 
Argyll—took their seats in front of the Throne in the 
House of Lords. On the invitation of Colonel Clifford, 
Yeoman Usher of the Black Rod, Mr. Ley, one of the 
clerks of the Commons, appeared at the bar as the re- 
presentative of the Lower House, Mr. Edmonds, one 
of the clerks of the House, having read the commission, 
the Lord Chancellor declared Parliament further pro- 
rogued to Wednesday, the 13th of January, 1864, 


300 Ramtway scuemes were deposited at the Private 
Bill Office on Monday. The fee, on a deposit of every 
document, is £5, and £5 a-day to the examiners to as- 
certain whether there has been a compliance with the 
standing orders. On each reading there is a fee of £15, 
and a similar fee on the report, The fees are i 
on the amount proposed to be raised. Among the 
reforms recommended by the late select committee on 
the subject, the fees of the House and of counsel were 
declared to be too high. It is said, however, that the 
alterations proposed will not be carried out in the next 
session. The forthcoming session is expected to be the 
busiest one since the year 1845, when railway projects 
were very numerous. 


Tue Law Amenpmenr Soctrery will hold its next 

ing on Monday next, the 7th inst., at Eight o'clock, 

when Mr. Robert Wilson will read a paper on “ Transfer 

of Title to Land.” Sir Richard Grayes MacDonnell 
will preside. 





REGISTRY OF PRINTED DEEDS IN IRELAND. 

The modern system of official conveyancing in Ire- 
land has not been quite as successful as its promoters 
anticipated. At a recent meeting of the Irish Incorpo- 
rated Society of Attorneys and Solicitors, a report was 
read on the subject, and, as it emanates from the Council 
of that body, which comprises some of the most expe- 
rienced and respectable practitioners in the country, it 
is deserving of attentive consideration. The pri 
topics touched upon in this manifesto are, the printing of 
conveyances and the registration of deeds in eztenso. 
Both of these features have been introduced in the 
Landed wien 4 igs Court, under ph ang Order a> 
judges, which has a Legislative t, by virtue 
statute under which the court was csiablicbed. 

The system of land registration used in Ireland before 
the recent changes, was by means of a memorial of each 
deed affecting the land, which was required to give an 


abstract of the nature of the conveyance, the names of 


the 


that such a scheme should have been found very 
venient and almost impracticable. Two years aga cer 





tain returns were made by order of the Hous of 


Commons, by which it appeared that the 
found it inmegihte to shee off the vast 
mulations of business which the i 


. It appears that, at the ‘ 

last year, there was an arrear in the office of 10 
memorials untranscribed, while of those which 
been transcribed, 31,711 had not been compared 
the originals. No blame for this state of things 
impu to the although 
altogether about seventy persons, 
cumstances, the registry was admitted to 
useless. But, even if it were in perfect w 
it would be very questionable whether its 
were not greater than its advantages. 
memorials were framed y with 
disclosing as little as ae ¢ the 
the deed, and, as every deed had to be 
the whole number was so great, 
had hardly any other effect than to im 
responsibility upon solicitors, while 
ew gree to clients, except such as mi 

by a resort to an action for i 
their own professional advisers, if there 
have been any actual or constructive oversi 


es, 
The cardinal defect of any such system of 
by Shak & Sone nas es os oe vier Ob Se “ 

tary evidence whi y investigating a ti ’ 
hove epanalah Sn S00: Phe’ solicitor citing 3 On 
chaser has to institute searches against 

such former owners of the land as are disclosed 
vendor's abstract; and, as he prosecutes the 
against each name, new names are disclosed in conney 
tion with the subject-matter, and thus there war} be 


he 
rted in favour of registration of title as agai 
a tye bss gr einpenng ed 5 ag 
inciple of Lord Westbury’s Land Transfer Act, 1 
eanwhile, however, the state of the stry. Office 
ireland demended yovision, ond the image ©, I 
, ;. by Ww 
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operates in no way to simplify title, and does not | 


render unnecessary its retrospective investigation 
on the occasion of each successive sale or All 
that can be said on behalf of such a system is, that 
it gives increased security by protecting p 

and mo against the a Ee of deeds or do- 
cuments affecting the title, is is, of itself, unques- 
tionably, an advantage, yet it is one that may be pur- 
chased at too high a price, Such an accumulation of 
deeds as takes plac necessarily where every instru- 
ment that may by possibility affect every bit of land in 
the kingdom is to be found, must be vast and unwieldy 
for all practical purposes ; and the neseaniay of turning 
over the mass every time that any piece of land is to be 
dealt with, involves a heavy tax on its transfer, 
and vastly increases the expense, delay, and difficulty in 
such transfer. We are, i 
the object of having deeds printed be mainly for facili- 
tating the official recordation of them in books answer- 
ing the purposes of a register, the t is one 
which the vice of the system of registering assurances 
will deprive of any beneficial result. 

But the printing of deeds involves some considerations 
very different from any of those which we have hitherto 
mentioned. Printing necessarily involves publicity, 
which there are few titles can bear with entire immunity 
from risk. The churlish advice of an old conveyancer 
to a landowner to put his title deeds in a box and sit on it, 
when any one came to him for information on the sub- 
ject, was not without its reason and justification in our 

w of real property. A man with a possessory title, 


only so long as the world is ignorant of its flaws 
pea there are many such—will, = doubt, feel it a 
hardship to have these defects exposed in print, to be 
known and read of 
 anagiolg ble benefit. 


all men, for the sake of a very 
Even where the title itself need 
r no jealous or prying eyes, and may pass scathless 


through the sharp criticism of hostile neighbours, the 


owner naturally feels a strong objection against a 
printed and any ed disclosure of every mortgage or 
settlement of his land which he may desire to make. 
There are many settlements and family arrangements 
which, however honest and reasonable in themselves, 
cannot be published to all the world without inflicting 
serious annoyance upon the ies interested under 
them ; and so there are many deeds of appointment in 
fayour of children, and other instruments, executed in 
pursuance of such settlements, the publication of which 
would be a real grievance. For these, and many 
other reasons of the same kind, we | aed with the 
Council of the Irish In ted Law Society in re- 
rding the order requiring deeds to be printed, as 
ighly objectionable and inconvenient. If it be said 
that printing does not involye publicity outside the 
Registry, that only those who are properly entitled 
would be allowed to the official prints, we answer 
that, provtieatizs a restriction cannot be enforced. 
In respect of the merely mechanical part of the busi- 
ness it would be impossible to secure privacy, ex! 
perhaps, by means of an official printer, whose mono, 
might make it worth while for him to resist fenpeetion 
from outside, Even that precaution could hardly be 
relied on, if we may judge from the extreme difficulty 
which attends all similar contrivances for preventing 
the publication, only for a day or two, of college exami- 
nation papers, and by the eyi which came out a 
Year ago on the prosecution of the Bank of England 
st some persons for improperly obtaining a quan- 
p< Paves ce. welch the banknote ape i At 
events, to secure anything like a at strict 
pb Ee po 
toc a remunerative 4 
which would be boene aithes by the Inada or by 


the State. But, in truth, se no 


erefore, of opinion that, if 





this modern 


a 
< ; 
iis 


i 


memorials, and not an enrolment of 
A memorial, as we haye seen, shows little 
names of the parties and the 
The deeds remained in the custody of. 
if an intending purchaser or mortgagee 
come acquainted with thejr provisions, i 
thn, parpone to the owner, whose du 
would require him, of course, to answer every proper 
quisition upon the subject, But, 

there appears to be nothing 

ing acquainted with the minutest 
body else’s dealings with his land, and 
much ised if, in course of time, there 
Landed ’ Court Black-list, as t 


some years one relati i 
the trading community. 


te 
Ly 


for the information 
contrivance of an eminently commercial age 
means free from objection. yet its operation is 
to a comparatively limited sphere, and the great maj 
rity of honest people can manage to keep clear 
The industrious compilers of such publications 
hitherto been compelled to confine their attention to 
two or three classes of debtors, as to whom it may fairly be 
urged that both sound-policy equally with the provisions 
of the law, require that the general public, and par- 
ticularly the trading community, should not be without 
information. But the law has not yet required, even in 
Ireland, and we think ought never to require, the pro- 
visions of every marriage-settlement of pn a estate— 
of every mortgage of a policy of assurance, a railway 
debenture, or other property of this kind—to be 
divulged for general ‘aleeeatlon A man may still go to 
his banker to obtain a lean upon the deposit of his 
railway shares without having the um of the 
transaction enrolled ee age Sag cm yyy nant a 
posed to every prying eye. not there 
the same liberty in dealing with ? What is th 
in the subject-matter of the contract which requires 
exposure in the one case but not in the other ? 
object of registration is merely to prevent frands in 
transfer of , by ensuring notice of former 
actions wi ot to about to 
contracts in respect to it, No useful end is gai 
publishing full particulars of the provisions of 
affecting real estate. All that is necessary 
persons about 


rca 
Be bests 5 


ly. Weare, 1 
this point of view, to di 
for the startling change which has recently been made 
at Dublin. : 
Another effect still remains to 
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able to do by a devise of their real estate; and this state 
of things gave rise to the system of Uses—beneficial 
interests in the land, distinct from the legal ownership, 
and dependant merely on the good faith and conscience 
of the person who was constituted legal owner for the 
of the arrangement. Thus, there was one 
and ostensible owner, while, in the eye of a 
court of Hguity, there was another (equitable or benifi- 
cial) owner, or, perhaps, many others. The Statute of 
Uses was with the express object of putting an 
end to this double system of ownership, and nothing 
could have been more explicit than its enactments for 
this ; but every lawyer knows how egregiously 
it failed to do so. Its real effect, in this respect, was 
only to add something to the length of conveyances. 
And so the probable result of the Irish experiment 
will be to induce many landowners to vest their estates 
in trustees, and to declare the trusts ba a separate instru- 
ment, which would not be enrolled at the Registry 
Office. This plan would, no doubt, deprive the owners 
of the security of the land itself, and compel them to 
rely upon the good faith of the trustees ; and fraudu- 
lent trustees would thus be enabled sometimes to dispose 
of the land, and apply the wont’ f to their own use, 
behind the backs of the beneficial owners. But, in 
truth, the same risk is run in all settlements of Govern- 
ment stock, debentures and shares in public companies, 
and property of that kind. The result is, no doubt, 
now and then, disastrous, and it is very undesirable 
that landowners should be forced to such anexpedient. It 
is, therefore, a matter worth consideration in any at- 
tempt to estimate the effect of the new system. At all 
events, it is a fair question to ask, whether it affords 
sufficient compensation, as a set off to the positive dis- 
advantages that we have enumerated? Our answer 
would be decidedly in the negative. 








EQUITY. 


JUDGMENT CREDITORS. 
Godfrey v. Tucker, M. R. 12 W.R. 38. 
Thid. 32. 

There is no branch of the law of real property, or of 
the law administered in the courts of equity, in a more 
unsatisfactory and confused condition than the law re- 
lating to judgments. The two above-mentioned recent 
decisions are an illustration in point. In the first, Sir 
J. Romilly, M.R., dismissed a bill filed by a judgment- 
creditor to redeem a prior mortgagee, and to foreclose the 
debtor—the bill having been filed without the plaintiff 
having sued out an elegit, and before a year from the 
entering-up of a judgment. Although the decision ap- 
pears to be not inconsistent with other reported cases, yet 
it directly conflicts with some of the unqualified state- 
ments upon the subject that are to be found in the text- 
books, as well as certain dicta of learned judges. It is, 
therefore, desirable to ascertain precisely what are the 
rights of a judgment-creditor under 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, in 
fespect of a sale or a foreclosure by decree of the Court 
of Chancery. 

It is quite clear that, prior to that statute,a judgment- 
creditor could have had no foreclosure, inasmuch as he 
had no lien, but merely a general charge upon the 
debtor’s land. The Court of Chancery, indéed, recog- 
nised a judgment-creditor’s title in an administration of 
the debtor’s assets after his death. Where, after the 
death, the estate was to be sold under the order of the 
Court, the Court paid off the judgment-creditor, because 
it could not otherwise make a title to the estate; and for 
the same reason the Court allowed judgment-creditors to 
come in and redeem other incumbrancers upon the property. 
The creditor was in a condition to sue out'a writ of 
elegit, and thus acquire power over the estate, and the 
Court took cognizance of this. But it was the clear rule 
that, prior to the statute, a judgment-creditor had not an 
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equitable lien by virtue of his judgment, so that he had 
no right to come to the court for either sale or foreclosure, 
By the 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, a judgment entered up under 
the Act operates as a charge upon the real estate of the 
debtor, and gives the judgment-creditor the same remedies 
in a court of equity against the hereditaments so 

by virtue of the Act, as he would be entitled to in case 
the debtor had power to charge the same, and had by 
writing agreed to do so; but there is a proviso that 
the judgment-creditor shall not be entitled to proceed in 
equity to obtain the benefit of such charge until after 
the expiration of a year. This proviso would of itself 
probably have been sufficient as an answer to the plain- 
tiff’s prayer in Godfrey v. Tucker: but a further objection 
was, that he had not sued out an elegit, which would have 
given him a legal lien, and so enabled him at law to 
obtain all that he was entitled to. “The moment,” said 
his Honour, “a person came to enforce a legal right, he 
must show that the law would not give him the assist- 
ance he required.” . . . “Where there was merely an 
equitable lien on the land, the proceeding was entirely 
in equity, and there was nothing else to be done. If 
there was a legal charge, a court of equity only gave its 
assistance to enforce the legal lien where the plaintiff 
was unable to get at law all he was entitled to.” So that 
according to the rule here laid down, it seems doubtful 
whether, even if an elegit had been sued out, his Honour 
would have considered the plaintiff entitled to maintain 
a suit for foreclosure, and the passage we have quoted 
certainly throws some doubt upon what had previously 
been tolerably well settled, after a considerable conflict of 
authority. — 

In Footner v. Sturgis, 5 De G. & Sm. 736, Sir J. Parker, 
V.C., held, that a judgment-creditor who filed his bill 
against the judgment-debtor and a mortgagee, to re- 
deem the mortgage and foreclose the equity of redemp- 
tion, or in the alternative for a sale, was not entitled to 
a foreclosure; and the ground of the decision was, that a — 
judgment wasacharge which did not give a right to fore- © 
closure, as an agreement for a mortgage would have done. 
In Ford v. Wastell, 6 Hare, 299, however, Sir J, Wigram, 
V.C. made an order for foreclosure at the suit of a judg- 
ment-creditor, and the decree was, on appeal, affirmed by 
Lord Cottenham, 2 Phill. 291; but the question now under 
consideration was not argued in that case, so that it cannot 
be regarded as conclusive upon the point. The question, 
however, has been since distinctly settled in more than 
one case, and particularly by Sir J. Romilly himself in 
Jones v. Bailey, 17 Beav. 582, where the plaintiff was a 
judgment-creditor under the provisions of the 1 & 2 Vict. 
c. 110, and filed his bill, praying a declaration of the 
validity of his charge on the defendant’s real estates; 
and, in default of payment, for a sale of the estate, and 
payment thereout of the debt and costs. In that case, 
Sir J. Romilly, M.R., said, in delivering judgment, “the 
plaintiff has that which is equivalent to an agreement to 
execute a legal mortgage; and, if that were done, the 
plaintiff would only be entitled to a foreclosure. * I think 
he is entitled to that decree, and shall order accordingly.” _ 

We do not cite ‘the last-mentioned case for the 
purpose of shewing that a judgment-creditor is en- 
titled to a foreclosure, and not merely to a sale; 
but only with the view of shewing that a judgment- 
creditor is to be regarded as an equitable mortgagee, who 
would have the right to call upon the mortgagor to exe- 
cute a legal mortgage; and, upon this point, Sir E. Sug- 
den’s judgment, in Rolleston v. Morton, 1 Dr. & W. 195, 
is express. “If,” he says, “a man has power to charge 
certain lands, and agrees to charge them in equity, he 
has actually charged them, and a court of equity will 
execute the charge. When the Act of Parliament says 
that every judgment-creditor shall have the same reme- 
dies in a court of equity as he would be entitled to in 
case the person against whom the judgment has s 
entered had to charge the lands with the Ks 
of that judgment debt, whether that 
equitable, the judgment becomes, in the view of ti 
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Court, an equitable estate.” In Hx parte Boyle, 3 De G. 
M. & G. p. 530, Sir G. J. Turner, L.J., expresses himself to 
the same effect. “The 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, s. 13,” said his 
Lordship, “ makes the judgment a charge upon the land 
of the debtor, and gives the creditor the same remedy as 
if the debtor had signed a memorandum agreeing to 
give a charge. It, therefore, constituted the judgment 
creditor an equitable mortgagee, and, as I take it, upon 
the construction of the Act, makes him an equitable 
mortgagee from the time of registering the judgment.” 
1t would be easy to cite other dicta to the same effect. - 

Assuming it, then, to be clear that a judgment-creditor, 
under the statute, is an equitable mortgagee, with merely 
a bar to his right of suing until after the expiration of 
one year from the time of entering-up judgment, it 
would seem to follow that he has a right to file his bill 
for either foreclosure or sale of the lands of his debtor. 
Itis, no doubt, still unsettled, whether the proper relief of 
an equitable mortgagee is-a foreclosure, or whether it is a 
sale, of the mortgaged property. In Zuckley v. Thompson, 
1 J. & H. 126, Sir W. P. Wood, V.C., was of opinion that 
the strict right of an equitable mortgagee, by deposit 
without memorandum, is sale, and not foreclosure. The 
cases are, in fact, not clearly reconcileable upon this 
point, and, perhaps, the only distinction that might 
safely be drawn would be, that where the equitable 
security is no more than a charge or lien, the proper 
relief is by sale of the estate; but where the equitable 
mortgagee is entitled to call for a legal mortgage, there 
his remedy ought to be foreclosure. Now, the statute 
1 & 2 Vict. c, 110, gives the judgment-creditor a charge 
as if the judgment-debtor had by memorandum agreed to 
charge his real estate; and, therefore, the judgment- 
creditor would be in the position of an equitable mort- 
gagee who had a right to call for a legal mortgage. If 
so, he would have a right to file a bill for foreclosure, or, 
at all events, for sale, of his debtor’s real estate, without 
being compelled to resort to execution under an elegit. 

Sir J. Romily, M.R., however, in the above-named case 
of Godfrey v. Tucker, seems to have considered that the 
Act 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110 makes no difference as to the 
necessity of obtaining an elegit before a bill is filed in 
equity by a judgment-creditor to enforce his charge. There 
is no question that, before the Act, where a man filed a bill 
to obtain the benefit of an e/egit, he was bound to show 
that he had sued out the writ. That was, however, a 
matter of course, and the same rule could hardly apply 
now. Before the statute, a judgment-creditor was not 
an equitable mortgagee, and if he came to the court, re- 
lying upon his title at law, by virtue of the elegit, he 
was, of course, bound to show his title. But the Act 
gives him a distinct position as equitable mortgagee; and 
the question is, whether he may not resort to a court of 
equity without first obtaining execution at law by writ 
of elegit? Upon this point, Sir J. Romilly, M.R., 
appears to have entertained no doubt; and we presume 
the law must be taken to be in accordance with his 
Honour’s dictum, until there is some distinct decision on 
the point. 

The above-named case of Re Rigby, which was decided 
at the Rolls, also touches the law relating to judgment- 
creditors. The question was, whether a judgment cre- 
ditor who had recovered judgment against the adminis- 
tratrix of the intestate prior to an administration decree, 
but whose judgment was not then registered, was, never- 
theless, entitled to priority over the simple contract-cre- 
ditors of the intestate in the administration of the assets? 
Sir J. Romilly, M.R., decided this question in the affirma- 
tive. It was contended, on behalf of the simple contract 
creditors, that the effect of the Act 23 & 24 Vict. c, 38, 
8. 3, was to prevent any unregistered judgment-creditor 
from claiming priority over simple contract creditors. 
Before that Act was passed it was decided by the same 
learned judge, in Fuller v. Rédman, 26 Beav. 601, 
7 W. BR. 480, that as by the 4 & 5 W. & Mc. 20 
eee Se: Sepa a ee, 08: Ne any pre- 

ference against executors, &c., in the administration of 





estates, and, as by the 2 & 3 Vict. oc. 11 the docket 
was closed, the old law was thereby revived, and 
that the administrator had committed a devastavit by 
paying a simple contract debt before a judgment debt, 
even though he had no actual notice of the latter. The 
23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, 8.8, was passed in consequence of this 
decision, and it was thereby enacted, that no judgment 
which is not entered or docketed under the several Acts in 
force, shall have “ any preference against heirs, executors, 
or administrators, in their administration of their ances- 
tors’, testators, or intestates’, estates. In the above- 
named case, as we have seen, the judgment was obtained, 
not against the intestate, but against the administratrix; 
and Sir J. Romilly, M.R., was of opinion that the recent 
Act purposely abstained from including the case of a 
judgment entered up against the representative of a tes- 
tator or intestate. His Honour thus states the reason 
for this distinction: “ A representative must have notice 
of every judgment recovered against himself, and so it 
was not necessary to provide that he should not incur the 
liability of a devastavit, preferring simple contract credi- 
tors, because he must know if a judgment was obtained 
against him.” 





REAL PROPERTY LAW. 


EXEcUTORY DEVISE. 
Davenport v. Davenport, V. C. W., 12 W. R. 6. 


The executory devise here meant is a devise which 
cannot be operated upon as it stands in the will, simply, 
but requires some further deed for the purpose. of carry- 
ing the intention of the testator into effect, as, where 
the testator directs a settlement to be made to certain 
uses. Similar in principle is another instance, where the 
urgency of circumstances sometimes prevents the expan- 
sion of the rude plan of a disposition into the full and 
formal limitations and clauses of a final instrument— 
namely, articles for a marriage settlement. In the pre- 
sent case there was this peculiarity in the devised pro- 
perty, that the value of the timber on the land was stated 
to amount to £40,000, which was one-fifth of the whole 
value. It was, therefore, of great importance that the 
power of the tenants for life over the timber should be 
accurately determined, and provision be made for its 
proper management, and for the application of its pro- 
duce. On these points the will enjoining the settlement 
gave no specific directions. Bearing date in 1862, it con- 
tained a residuary devise to the testator’s son, the defen- 
dant, who, within a certain time, was to execute a settle- 
ment of the testator’s estate at Foxley, to the use 
of the defendant for life, with remainder to 
and other sons successively, in tail male, 
general, or in tail male with remainder in 
ral or otherwise in tail, as he should 
per, with remainder to the plaintiff for life, 
remainders: in tail, with remainders over, 
mate remainder in fee to the survivor of the defendant 


jointuring and portioning, sale and exchange, 
of trustees, and other powers of a like nature, and all 
other usual and proper provisions for giving effect to the 
testator’s intention, and all such other powers and provi- 
sions as counsel should advise. The defendant contended 
that, in the settlement to be made, the estates for life 
should be limited without impeachment of waste. 

The House of Lords, in the year 1720, decided that 
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Peere Williams (vol. 1, p. 684), was greatly debated by Lord 
Chancellor Parker, whose decree was affirmed on the 
appeal, and Lord Nottingham on the one side and Lords 
Trevor and Harcourt on the other. The case of executory 
éstates by will came about eight years later before 
Sir Joseph Jekyll, MR. in Papillon v. Voice, 2 
P. W. 471, where theté was a devise to trustees of 
money to be laid out in lands to be settled on B. for life, 
without impeachment of waste, with remainder to trus- 
tees to preserve contingent remainders, with remainder 
to the heirs of the body of B., with remainders over. In 
the same will lands were devised to B. in similar terms, 
with similar remainders. The Master of the Rolls held 
that in both dispositions the words heirs of the body were 
words of purchase, intending estates tail to B.’s sons. 
But Lord Chancellor King reversed the decision as to the 
devised estates, and affirmed it as to the settlement to be 
made. “The Court,” he said, “ had power over the money 
directed by the will to be invested in land; the diversity 
‘was, where the will passes a legal estate, and where 
it is only executory, and the party must come to this 
court, in order to have the benefit of the will; in the 
latter case the intention should take place, and not the 
rules of law.” The intention was manifested by the 
frame of the limitations in the trust. 

Such is the principle which governs executory dispo- 
sitions. The intention must take place. In the work of 
Mr. White and Mr. Tudor, the leading case on the subject 
is Lord Glenorchy v. Bosville, Cas. Temp. Talbot, 3, 
which was the case of a devise upon trust to convey for 
life, sans waste, the remainder being to the issue of the 
body of the tenant for life, and was decided upon the 
same principle as that enunciated by Lord Chancellor 
King. In the note in the Leading Cases will be found a 
digest of all the subsequent authorities, with a full consi- 
aeration of the distinction between trusts executed and 
executory, and of the consequences which result from it 
in the limitation of estates. Our space compels us to con- 
fine ourselves to this reference, with the remark, that the 
intention is to be inferred in articles, generally, from the 
provision in view for the children, in a will, specially, 
from the terms of it. 

In construing the testator’s meaning in the present case 
the principle of intention was sought to be applied to the 
defendant's estate for life so as to make it unimpeachable 
for waste on the ground that the discretion given to him 
in making the settlement, coupled with the gift to him 
in the first instance in fee, showed that his life estate 
‘was not to be abridged of any of the privileges usual in 
settlements. But the Vice-Chancellor could find no 
case in which an express estate for life had had the ad- 
junct given to it by the Court of being rendered unim- 
peachable for waste. Where words which, being in 
themselves words of limitation, would have given an 
estate tail to the first taker had been treated as words of 
purchase, thus reducing his estate to one for life, the Court 
had, indeed, invested such tenant for life with every 
power and all the ownership consistent with restricting 
him from alienating the property from the family, con- 
trary to the testator’s wish. Hence the Vice-Chancel- 
lor directed the settlement to be executed with a sim- 
ple limitation of the life estates, but with proper powers 
to the trustees to enable them to cut timber in a due 
course of management for the benefit of all persons in- 
terested: in the estate. 

If the Vice-Chancellor judged it proper not to travel 
beyond the limits of the preceding cases on executory 
trusta, it is not for us to question such an exercise of 
judicial discretion. But, adopting the recognised prin- 
ciple of intention, one does not easily see any difference 
between the intentions as to the life estate, when the 
testator directs a settlement to be made on A. for life, with a 
remainder to the heirs of his body, and when it is directed 
to be made on A. for life, with a remainder to his first and 
other sons in tail. In the former case, the reason for treat- 
ing the words of limitation as words of purchase is, that the 
fitst taker may not have itin his power to defeat that which 





is meant to be an estate in the issue. But why should 
the accomplishment of this object affect the life estate, 
whether the object is expressed by the use of the words 
first and other sons in tail, or is inferred, with the use of 


the words heirs of the body? To give to the tenant for © 


life, where an intention is inferred that he is not to take 
an estate tail, privileges which are denied to him where 
it is expressed that he shall only take for life, appears to 
be more like making compensation to him for a disap- 
pointment, than having regard to the intention of the 
person who has directed the settlement. 


SETTLED Estates Act.—CONSENT OF TRUSTEES, 
Re Boughton, M. R., 12 W. R. 84. 


The analogy of proceedings for the appointment of 
new trustees, where trustees with power to give receipts 
are allowed to represent their beneficiaries, was not un- 
likely, when coupled with the conflicting reasons given 
for the decisions upon such representation under the 
Settled Estates Act, to cause the miscarriage which hap- 
pened in the present case. The Master of the Rolls re- 
quired new parties to be served with the petition, and 
fresh advertisements to issue. Such a result, although 
undeserved, makes the day’s court work of a solicitor un- 
pleasant; but he suffers for the good of his country in 
helping to ascertain the law. Indeed, we are by no means 
sure that in such cases unsuccessful petitioners and 
plaintiffs do not merit a record in enduring brass, of their 
names, on the wall of the court. 

The 17th section of the Settled Estates Act provides, 
that every application to the Court must be made with 
the concurrence of certain parties, where there is an 
estate tail under the settlement, “and in every other case 


the parties to concur or consent shall be all the persons © 


in existence having any beneficial estate or interest 
under or by virtue of the settlement, and also all trustees 
having any estate or interest on behalf of any un 

child.” The inconvenience of procuring the consent o 


all the persons beneficially interested, where, for in- 


stance, a property has become divided into shares bya — 


settlement, and the members of different families again 


acquire interests in the different shares, has led to the — 


attempt to construe the words, “having any beneficial 
interest,” in the section, as applicable to trustees em- 
powered to give receipts. The endeavour succeeded 
in Eyre v. Saunders, 4 Jur. N. 8. 830, where numerous 
portions had been created, secured by a term of 
years, upon a testator’s estate, and had themselves 
become the subjects of settlements; so that there were 
upwards of eighty beneficiaries. From that report, 
it is not clear in respect of what settlement the petition, 
which was a cause petition, was presented. Wood, V.C., 
however, in determining that the consent of the trustees 
of those settlements was sufficient, declared it to be a very 
convenient construction, and consistent with common 
sense, to hold that a person is beneficially interested in a 
mortgage, if he has a power to receive the money and 
give adischarge. But, as the Act expresses that trustees 
may consent on behalf of unborn children, any construc- 
tion which extends the meaning of the Act, as regards 
their representative character, to other cases, may be con- 
sidered more convenient and sensible than safe. This 


was the view of the Master of the Rolls in Grey v. | 


Jenkins, 26 Beay. 851: he was of opinion that the only 
instance in which trustees can consent by virtue of the 
Act is, when they are trustees for unborn children, 
While adhering strictly to the requisites of the Act, in 
the ordinary sense of its terms, the Master of the Rolls 
distinguished between the cases where trustees for sale, 
with power to discharge purchasers, can, and where they 
cannot, consent on the part of their beneficiaries to appli- 
cations under the Act. The circumstances in Grey Vv. 
Jenkins were, that one who, under his settle- 
ment, was seised in fee, subject to a jointure to his wife 
es tat ale dud ceket Victane’ hotshot nee 
trust for and created various beneficial in to 
gomie of which infants were entitled. He gave to 
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trastees a power to discharge by their receipts. After 
his death, the trustees of the marriage settlement, under 
9 power contained in that instrument, entered into a 
contract for sale; but, as the power was found to be at an 
end, they could not carry out the sale, and, therefore, pre- 
gented a petition under the Act. The trustees of the will 
were served on behalf of persons claiming under it. The 
Master of the Rolls decided that this was sufficient, for 
that the operation of the Act was upon the interests 
ander the marriage settlement prior to the power of the 
trustees under the will, who, in truth, stood upon the 
game footing as the devisor himself; and that neither 
their nor his power to consent to a sale was, or would 
pave been at all abridged by service of the petition. Hence, 
there was no need to look beyond the power of 
the trustees of the will. If they had not had power to 
discharge purchasers, it would have been necessary to 
gerve their beneficiaries. But, in that case, the statutory 
power of the Court would have been exercised in two 
sttlements—the marriage settlement and the settlement 
made by the will. “The beneficial interest spoken of in 
this Act,” said the Master of the Rolls, “ is confined to 
the beneficial interest. under the settlement.” 

In the ptincipal case, on the contrary, portioners 
daiming under the trusts of a term created by the settle- 
ment were not sufficiently represented by the trustees, 

had sell the term and dis- 


tharge purchasers, 
by the settlement itself in which the 
gented, and not by a settlement made derivatively from 
an interest under the other settlement. 
The principle, consequently, for the guidance of prac- 
titioners, appears to be that, where the trust is created by 
the settlement in which the petition is presented, the 
beneficially interested must be served, whatever 
be the powers of the trustees, except in the case of un- 
born children, But, if the trust be created by a second 
settlement, out of an interest derived under the settle- 
ment, then the trustees of the second settlement will be 
able to represent the beneficiaries to the same extent as 
they could t such beneficiaries in a sale, indepen- 
dently of the Act. And, further, that if, in such a sale, 
they could not represent such beneficiaries, then the 
powers of the Court, under the Act, must be exeicised in 
the second settlement, as well as in the first. In such 
a tase, therefore, the petition must, it is apprehended, 
be intituled in both settlements, In Grey’v. Jenkins 
it is true that the second settlement was made by the 
teversioner in fee, but the principle seems to be applic- 
able to a settlement by a person taking any interest 
under the original settlement. 


3 





COMMON LAW. 


PRINCIPAL AND SuRETY. 
Montefiori v. Lloyd, ©. P., 12 W. R. 88. 
The law of principal and surety comprises some dis- 
tinctisns of a very subtle , which are, perhaps, 
more difficult of appreciation to the common understand- 
ing than most of those which are to be found in the law 
merchant, The contract or undertaking of a surety is a 
contract by one person to be answerable for the payment 
of some debt, or the performance of some act or duty, in 
the case of some other person, who is himself primarily 
liable. Every contract of suretyship involves a primary 
and secondary liability, and the contract is liable to be 
varied by tho relationship of the several parties. Thus, 
where there is a guarantee of the honesty of the principal 
im any particular course of dealings, the surety is dis- 
charged if the course of dealing is changed; and so, 
where a bond was so givéh to secure the faithful services 
of the clerk to a partnership firm, and a change took 
Place in the constitution of the partnership by the death 
of one of the partners and the accession of a new partner, 
the contract of suretyship was held to be at an end; and 





the Courts have so held in similar cases, as, for instance 
where the change has been caused by the retirement of a 
partner; but this rule, of course, would not apply where 
the terms and language of the contract would show it to 
have been the intention of the parties that the security 
should remain in force throughout all in the 
firm (see cases collected in “Addison on tracts,” 
p. 572, note m). The rule of law is, indeed, now em- 
bodied expressly in a statatory enactment—19 & 20 Vict. 
c. 97, s. 4, entitled “An Act to Amend the Laws of 
England and Ireland affecting Trade and Commerce,” 
which ig as follows:—“ No promise to answer for the debt, 
default, or miscarriage of another, made to a firm con- 
sisting of two or more persons, or to a single person 
trading under the name of a firm, and no promise to 
answer for the debt, default, or miscarriage of a firm con- 
sisting of two or more persons, or of a single person 
trading under the name of a firm, shall be binding on the 
person making such promise, in respect of anything done, 
or omitted to be done, after a change shall have taken place 
in any one or more of the persons constituting the firm, or 
in the person trading under the name of a firm, unless 
the intention of the parties that such promise shall con- 
tinue to be binding, notwithstanding such change, shall 
appear, either by express stipulation, or by necessary im- 
plication from the nature of the firm, or otherwise.” 

In the above-named case of Montefiori v. Lloyd, the 
defendant, as surety, executed a bond, the condition of 
which was declared to be, that L. should pay to the 
plaintiffs, an insurance company, all moneys received by 
him for assurances effected with the said company, and 
should duly account for all moneys received by him for 
the said company. The defendant, before signing the 
bond, received a letter, stating that L. was about to enter 
into partnership with F., as agents of the said company. 
Four months afterwards, L. duly entered into partnership 
with F. The firm of F. and L., having become indebted 
to the company, as such agents, in a considerable sum, 
the Court held that this was a default, for which the de- 
fendant was not liable. The peculiarity of this case was, 
that the surety knew that his principal was about to 
enter into a partnership, and must have been assumed to 
know that the new partnership was to act in the matter 
of the agency; at least, the latter proposity was strongly 
insisted upon by the company which had entrusted the 
partnership, yet the Court construed the bond as a guaran- 
tee for the conduct of one person only, and this was, un- 
doubtedly, the fair construction of its terms, disconnected 
from circumstances. The bond itself was in 
terms only a guarantee for the fidelity of one person, and 
for the money received by him; and, although there is 
little doubt that if the money had been lost by the de- 
falcation of a clerk employed by the principal, the surety 
would have been liable; the Court was of opinion that he 
Was not liable for the misconduct of a partner: This 
decision, no doubt, carries the principal in question to its 
extreme limit, and is a remarkable illustration of the 
stringency of the courts of common law in determining 


contracts of suretyship. 





BANKRUPTCY LAW. 


County Courts. 

The general orders for regulating the practice and 
procedure of the county courts, under the Bankruptey 
Act, 1861, have at length been issued. The rules num- 
ber seventy-cight, and are supplemented by 4 copious 
schedule of forms. For some time past practitioners in 
the county courts have been quite at sea in reference to 
the form of procedure to be adopted in certain cases; so 
that what are called “The County Court Bankruptey 
Orders, 1863,” will be much appreciated in the districts, 
There are one or two important provisions contained in 
them which must not be passed over without notice, Our 





88 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Dec. 5; 1863, 








readers are aware that by the 93rd section of the Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1861, every debtor petitioning against him- 
self is required to file, within three days after the pre- 
sentation of his petition, an accurate statement of all 
debts and liabilities incurred prior to the filing of his pe- 
tition; and, in default of so doing, the petition itself must 
be dismissed, By the 21st rule, however, a discretionary 
power is given to the Court or registrar to continue the 
bankruptcy, if “of opinion that it will be for the benefit 
of the creditors that it should not be annulled, and there- 
upon further time for the filing of the statement may be 
allowed.” By the following rule every bankrupt is re- 


quired to deliver with his preliminary statement an ac- | 


count of all his books and vouchers, of the names and re- 
sidences of his debtors, and the amount of their debts, 
and of all his estate and effects in his possession or con- 
trol at the time of the bankruptcy—the account to be 
called the “ Estate Paper,” and to be signed by the bank- 
rupt, and delivered in duplicate. This is quite a new 
feature in bankruptcy practice, and, in the result, must 
impose some amount of labour upon the petitioner or his 
advisers; but, provided the account be fairly and accu- 
rately made out, there can be no tangible objection, be- 
cause the only effect can be to diminish the trouble of a 
detailed account at the meeting for examination and dis- 
charge, the ten-day schedule being, to a great extent, a 
mere transcript of the preliminary statement. It is to 
be hoped that the new practice will not give rise toa 
loose and imperfect system of accountantship. The 43rd 
rule, though practically useful, will be but little relished 
by the profession or their clientele:—it provides that the 
statement of accounts to be filed under the 141st section 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, shall be an account show- 
ing all moneys received or paid by the bankrupt during 
the six months preceding the filing of his petition, and 
of the moneys in his possession on the day on which the 
account commences, and disclosing also every gift, sale, 
assignment, &c., of property not in the ordinary course of 
business, with dates and items, The 47th rule provides 
for the deposit, before a bankrupt shall be allowed to pass 
his last examination, of the fees upon the order of dis- 
charge—a very salutary custom as things go now-a-days; 
and, by the 76th rule, directions are given as to the man- 
ner in which a jury is to be summoned, &c., for the trial 
of a bankrupt upon a charge of misdemeanour. The rules 
come into operation on the lstof January proximo, They 
are approved by Messrs. Dasent, Heath, Worlledge, Kettle, 
and Turner, and are “sanctioned” by the Lord Chan- 
cellor. a 
Correspondence. 

Coronet Dickson's BANKRUPTCY. 

The following correspondence in relation to this case has ap- 
peared in the Times :— 

Allow me to correct several statements affecting me made 
by Colonel Dickson in his examination before tne Court of 
Bankruptcy yesterday. 1 

1. Idid not advise Colonel Dickson that he would succeed 
in his action against Lord Combermere and others, and I did 
advise him that he would probably fail in it. 

2, I never, until the commencement of the action against 
Lord Combermere and others, had any knowledge or communi- 
cation with Colonel Dickson or any of his family. 

3. Colonel Dickson was not arrested at my chambers; he 
was arrested opposite his own house, No. 10, Stanhope-terrace, 
Bayswater, as he was getting into a cab in company with Mr, 
Erck, the trade assignee, and he was, at his own request, per- 
mitted to return to the house and stay there for some time. 

4, During the progress of the action, Colonel Dickson pid 
me £800 for disbursements, and not specifically for fees of 
counsel; but the disbursements actually made, and which did 





not include refreshers to counsel for the last eix days of Pa 
vial, considerably exceeded that amount. : 
5. After the trial, I urged Colonel Dickson to make meg 
further payment to the extent of the disbursements only, ang 
he in reply expressed his intention to become bankrupt, should 
he be pressed for my costs. 
Lastly, the only fees due to counsel are the refreshers for thy 
last six days of the trial. Colonel Dickson can have no 
to complain that these refreshers have not been paid, and I, oy 
the other hand, have every reason to be grateful to his 
counsel for their conduct and generous behaviour in respect of 
those refreshers when I offered to pay them. 
I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
CuarLes PEMBERTON, 
44, Lincoln's-inn-fields, Nov, 28. 


I have no wish, and it is very painful to my feelings, to ad. 
dress you in reply to the letter inserted in your of 
day from my late solicitor, Mr. Pemberton, but, in justice 
myself, I am compelled to do so, and trust, with your usu 
candour, that you will publish this, my reply. 4 

1, Mr. Pemberton did not advise me that I should 
fail in my action; on the contrary, in a letter to me he state 
his belief “that if I get to a jury I shall obtain a verdict.” — 

2. Mr. Pemberton, for his own reasons, appears to forget that 
I was intioduced to him early in the year of 1861 by his friend 
Mr. Vance, the barrister, and not, as he alleges, at the com 
mencement of the action. 

3. Mr. Pemberton’s managing clerk, Mr, Cox, wrote s noe 
requesting me to attend at the office at 11 o'clock on the 27ih 
of August (he having signed judgment the day before), and 
I was eat the house to keep the appointment, I was staal 
Mr. Cox, the writer of the note, having pointed me out to the 
officers. The officers, at my request, kindly permitted me to 
return to the house, but it was only fora few moments. | 
emphatically deny that I had any intention whatever of lew 
the country, as stated by his advocate in open court. ; 

4, Mr. Pemberton’s application to me for money was speci 
fically for fees, I paid him £500 months before, and £300 4 
short time prior to the action being tried. Mr. Pemberton's 
claim as taxed amounts to £1,778 18s. 2d., of which I paid £80) 
as before stated. 

Mr. Pemberton not only arrested me, but madejan affi 
that the sum of £978 18s, 2d. was still due tohim, This# 
manifestly incorrect, as fees to counsel, amounting to 
£400, are still unpaid by him. ‘ 

5. Mr. Pemberton states “that I expressed my intention 
become bankrupt if pressed by him for his costs.” This I deny 
in the most positive manner, After the trial I wrote to Mr, 
Pemberton, stating that the solicitors to my family were making 
arrangements with a view to the settlement of his costs, and, 
a proof of the sincerity of this statement, my friends, after rf 
arrest, offered to pay down £500, I undertaking to pay 
balance—viz., £478 18s. 2d, within a year; this was declined, 
and a warrant of attorney for £478 18s. 2d, payable in fourteen 
days, was demanded ; that was objected to by my friends as ua 
reasonable, 

Lastly, Mr. Pemberton says, “I have no right to complaia 
that these refreshers have not been paid.” I think I haves 
right to complain of being arrested by my then solicitor for fees 
amounting to nearly £400 which he had not paid. 

1 beg, however, to observe for the satisfaction of the Bar that 
he stated through his advocate in open court that “he was 
ready to pay them at any moment.” * 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
Loraran S. Dickson, 
12, Upper Berkeley-st, Portman-square, Nov 30, 


InsoLvent DrvIDENDS. 

Can any of your readers inform me the cause of the delay is 
the non-payment of dividends under the estates of insolvents. 
The authorities at Portugal-street send their lists to the Bank- 
rupt Court for examination, where they remain many month, 
as I learn, waiting the Lord Chancellor's signature. During 
this time the creditors are kept out of their dividends, Sarely 
this ouglit not to be the case. 

Nov. 30. C, A. 








COURTS, . 
COURT FOR DIVORCE AND MATRIMONIAL 
CAUSES, 


Noy, 28.—The Court has disposed of all the. eases io tht 
list set down for trial without juries. ‘This was the last day 
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inted for the hearing of those cases, and next week the 
Court will take probate causes with juries, and then divorce 
causes with juries. There are two special jury, and three 
common jury probate causes set down for trial at these 
sittings. The list contains fourteen special jury, and sixteen 
common jury divorce causes. 


SS eee 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Hotroyp.) 

Nov. 28.—In re E. C. Seaman.—The bankrupt, an attorney, 
of Kingston—Ruseell-place, Oakley-square, applied by ad- 
journment for an order of discharge, The accounts have 
already been substantially published in our columns, 

Mr. Goodday, for the official assignee, said that the creditors 
had been communicated with, and there was 10 opposition to 
the discharge. 

Order of discharge allowed accordingly. 

Dec. 1.—Jn re G. R. Corner.—The bankrupt was a soli- 
citor of extensive practice in Tooley-street, Southwark. 

Mr. Bagley, on behalf of the assignees, applied for an 
order for the delivery up to his clients of the bankrupt’s books 
and papers. He stated that some months since the assignees 
consented to allow all books and papers belonging to the es- 
tate to be placed in the custody of the bankrupt, in order 
that he might make out the bills of costs due from clients, 
which formed, as he (Mr. Bagley) was instructed, the main 
assets of the estate, The krupt, on the last day of 
October, suddenly died, and, since that time, the books, &c , 
had remained in the hands of Mr, Butler, a gentleman who 
was formerly an articled clerk to the bankrupt, and who had 
during the present proceedings acted as his solicitor. Upon 
the assignees making application to Mr. Butler for the delivery 
over of the books, that gentleman declined to part with them; 
and the object of the present application was to enforce the 
rights thy assignees, and to compel Mr. Butler to give up 

boo 


Mr. Butler said, that he had no objection to give up all 
books and papers belonging to tho estate, but he must take 
the opinion of the Court as to whether he was bound to 
hand over title-deeds in the possession of the bankrupt, which 
belonged to clients, and upon which the bankrupt had no sort 
of claim. He (Mr. Butler) was now acting as solicitor for 
many of the late bankrupt’s clients, and he felt bound to ob- 
ject to the title-deeds being given up to the assignees, 

After some discussion, his Honour decided that all books, 
papers, title deeds, &c,, should be handed over to the official 
assignee, Who must be left to determine as to which of them 
did, and which of them did not, belong to the estate of bankrupt. 
Order accordingly. 

(Before Mr. Commissioner GouLBuRN.) 

Nov. 30.—Jn re David Hughes.—The bankrupt was an attor- 
ney and money scrivener, of Gresham-street, His bankruptey 
occurred several years ago, and great difficulty had been ex- 
perienced in reference to the realization of the estate, in conse- 
quence of the bankrupt’s absence from this country. 

Mr. Goodman now stated that the bankrupt’s debts and lia- 
bilities were £38,000, and that a sum of money was in hand 
applicable to a first and final dividend of about 1s. 6d. in the 


Order accordingly. 

Mr. Goodman then applied on behalf of Mr. Haynes, who 
had been in the service of the bankrupt, for an allowance of 
ten guineas, for his trouble in the preparation of certain bills 
of costs, which could not have been made out without the 
assistance of some person who knew the circumstances. 

His Honour said he would allow the amount upon the ap- 
plication being put in proper shape. 

Nov. 30.—The court of Mr. Commissioner Goulburn, as 
altered and re-arranged, was to-day opened for the transac- 
tion of business, The office formerly occupied by the mes- 
senger has been cleared away, and the vacant space made 
avoilable for the increased accommodation of suitors. Two 
rows of seats have been arranged for the bar, and further room 
has been provided for the registrars and officers of the court. 

one or two minor improvements, which are now in pro- 
gress, a new and commodious court will be provided. 

Dec. 2.—IJn Re Whitehead—The bankrupt was a soli- 
citor of Chelsea and Wimbledon, Surrey, and this was an 
adjourned meeting for discharge. The accounts of the 
bankrupt have already been substantially published iu our 
columns. On the case being last before the Court, an adjourn- 








ment was taken for inquiry as to certain furniture in the bank- 
Tupt’s possession, and which, it was contended, to the 
assignees under the order and disposition clause (125th) of the 
Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, 1849. It was now stated 
by Mr. Aldridge that the bankrupt’s friends had consented, 
with a view to the settlement of all questions, to pay a portion 
of the value to the assignee. There was no further opposition 
to the discharge, which was granted accordingly. 


CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. 

Nov. 30.—Thomas Birch, 59, a respectable-looking, grey- 
headed man, described as a law clerk, pleaded guilty to an in- 
dictment charging him with feloniously forging an en 
ment to an order for the. payment of £14 8s., with intent to 
defraud. 

The prisoner had been for nearly forty years in the service 
of Messrs. Janson & Co., Solicitors, Basinghall-street, and it was 
stated that he had been carrying on a regular system of plunder 
upon his employers for the last ten years, and during that 
period he had robbed them to the extent of nearly £1,000. 

The prisoner was sentenced to six years’ penal servitude. 


WESTMINSTER POLICE COURT. 

Nov. 30.—Mrs, Ellen Betts, of 12, St. Leonard’s-terrace, 
King’s-road, Chelsea, was summoned by a cabman for 6d, 

James Little, a cabman, said that on last Sonday week he 
was called from the rank at the Horns, Kennington, and took 
up the defendant; a child, and a gentleman, whom he conveyed 
to St. Leonard’s-terrace, where the gentleman gave him 1s, 6d. 
He demanded 6d. more, but the defendant would not allow the 
gentleman to give it him, declaring that he was not entitled to 
it. The distance was nearly three miles, and there was 6d. 
extra for the child. 

Mrs. Betts said that she had gone the same distance re- 
peatedly, and had never been charged for the baby, which was 
only nine months old. 

Mr. Set¥e.—This question has been before the Court of 
Queen’s Bench, and, as far as I can make out, although not so 
clear as one could wish, they have decided that a baby is “a 
person.” Iam afraid I must decide against you. You must 
pay the 6d., and 5s. 6d. costs, 

The defendant paid the amount aad left the court. 


GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 





Tue Deciaration Preventine Dower. 

It is difficult to read- the report of the discussion, which 
followed the reading of Mr. Reeve’s admirable paper on this 
subject at the recent meeting of the Metropolitan and Provin- 
cial Law Association, as given in your last number, without 
being struck by the anreasoning adherence to habit exhibited 
by those gentlemen who opposed Mr. Reeve’s views; and one 
cannot help feeling, that if they represented the majority of 
the profession, law reform would be almost impossible. 

I think I may lay down the following propositions :-— 

(1) That the ‘“‘ Dower uses” and the “ Declaration prevent- 
ing Dower” are not dependent upon each other, but have dis- 
tinct operation. 

(2) That the “Dower uses” have no on the 
dower of a woman married séice the passing of the Dower Act, 
as she would be dowable out of the equitable remainder limited 
to her husband after the first limitation to him for life. 

(3) That the “Declaration prevénting Dower” has no 
operation on the dower of a woman married previously to the 
passing of the Dower Act. 

Bearing these distinctions in mind, let us now consider the ar 
guments of the gentlemen who advocated the insertion of the 
“ Declaration”; but before doing so, I may remark that, judg- 
ing from the report, no one present appears to have attempted 
to answer Mr, Recove’s question, as to “ what possible advan- 
tage the declaration could be to the man for whose 
benefit it is inserted in the deed—the purchaser of the pro- 


perty?” 

Mr. Payne (if rightly reported) says, “the clause pro- 
vides that every should have his estate unshackled to 
pass on to others.” But Mr. Reeve had just shown that the 
dower of 2 woman married since 1834 (the only dower which 
the “declaration” can affect), was no “ shackle” to the estate, 


and Mr. Payne does not combat this view, aud must there- 
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fore be presumed to acquiesce in it. If not, will Mr. 
Payne inform us how the dower of a woman, married 
since the Dower Act, can be considered a “shackle,” or is he 
under the impression that the “‘ Declaration ” affects the dower, 
which was, and still is, a * shackle,” viz., that of a woman 
married before 1834? I fear he has mixed up the “ uses” with 
the “ declaration.” 

I cannot agree with Mr. Payne that, in the case cited by 
Mr. Reeve, the widow's enforced poverty was the result of her 
husband's neglect to re-make his will: it was clearly the re- 
sult of the solicitor’s interference with a matter with which he 
had then no concern, He was employed to prepare a convey- 
ance to his client, not to deal with the transmission of the pro- 
perty from him. 

[Quere.—Would the solicitor have been liable to an action 
at the suit of the widow?] 

Mr. Cowdell, the next speaker, appears to have very hazy 
notions on the subject of the effect of the Declaration. Can 
he inform us in what way “the clause saves much trouble 
hereafter in ascertaining whether a man was married?” If he 
was thinking of the omission of the “ Dower uses” he may be 
right, but the question under discussion was, as to the inser- 
tion of the “ Declaration preventing Dower.” 

The purchaser must, I apprehend, deal with the property in 
one of three ways: (1) Convey it, either absolutely or par- 
tially, by act inter vivos; (2) Devise it to some one; or (3) 
Die intestate. In the two first cases, no question can arise, as 
the only dower which is barred by the “ declaration,” is that 
which would, if there were no declaration, be barred by the 
conveyance or devise; and, in the third case, inasmuch as the 
succession of the purchaser’s heir would have to be proved on 
a sale by him, “it could not save much trouble” to prove the 
death of the widow, if dead, or to make her a party to the con- 
veyance, if alive. Mr. Cowdell’s remedy for this slight 
trouble is illustrated in the case mentioned by Mr, Reeve— 
much like taking all a man’s teeth out to prevent his ever suf- 
fering from toothache. 

Mr. W. 8. Cookson, like Mr. Cowdell, seems to have had 
the “ Dower uses” in his mind, when he says that “ unless the 
limitation was understood to bar dower, the client was put to 
considerable expense, if he wished to sell or mortgage the pro- 
perty.” In answer to this, I may say that Mr, Reeve was not 
advocating the discontinuance of the dower “limitations” (i.e. 


uses 

me. Cookson thinks that the solicitor should ask his client, 
whether he is to insert the clause or not, The question would 
be “Supposing you were to die intestate as to this property, 
would you wish your wife to have a life interest in it to the 
extent of one third, or would you prefer that the whole interest 
should go to your heir-at-law, whoever he may be?” The so- 
licitor should, at the same time, explain that the insertion or 
non-insertion of the clause, would in no degree affect his client’s 
absolute control over the property. I think it may safely be 
said, that such a question would be quite unnecessary, in all 
cases except, perhaps, the case of a wealthy landowner whose 
wife was already amply provided for by settlement, and such per- 
sons form a very small proportion of our clients. It seems to me, 
therefore, to be a much more reasonable practice not to insert 
the clause without positive instructions, than to trouble one’s 
client with any questions on the subject. 

It is, surely, no reason for the present state of things that it 
forces a man to make a will whether he wishes orno. Many 
persons have objections to making a will; and, however absurd 
such objections may be, and however prudent it may be to 
make one, it is no part of a solicifor’s duty to draw a convey- 
ance in such a manner as to compel his client to make one in 
order to save his widow from Neither can I think, 
with Mr. Cookson, that ‘it is the duty of the solicitor, when- 
ever his client purchases land, to see that the necessary altera- 
tions are made in his will.” 

Mr, Stevenson argues the question with reference to the 
making of the purchaser's will, but in this case no difficulty 
créated by the insertion or non-insertion of the “ declaration” 
can occur, as all well-drawn wills contain either ageneral de- 
vise or specific followed by a residuary devise, and, in either 
case, the widow's dower is clearly barred, as the estate is abso- 
lutely disposed of. Mr. Stevenson, like some of the others, 
appears to have confused the “ Dower uses’’ with the“ Declara- 
tion preventing Dower.” 

I trust that the importance of the subject will justify the 
length of this letter. REFORMATOR. 

Liverpool, Nov, 28. 














APPOINTMENTS. 





Mr. Anrnony Buck Crerke was unanimously appointed 
Town Clerk of Burnley, on the 28th ult, in the place of Mr, 
Robert Handsley, resigned. 








IRELAND. 


A meeting of the Incorporated Society of the Attorneys and 
Solicitors of Ireland was held in the Solicitors’ Hall, Four 
Courts, on the 26th ult., to receive the report of the Coungi*, 
under a resolution of the 13th of June last, with reference to 
the printing of the Landed Estates Court deeds and memo- 
rials. 

Bi R. J. T. Orpen, president of the society, occupied the 
air. 

Mr. Cooper read the following report of the Council :— 

It having been resolved that the council be requested again 
to communicate with the judges of the Landed Estates Court 
on the subject of printing the conveyances and registering 
deeds in extenso, with a view to the abrogation of that rule, 
and to take such steps as they may consider right in respect 
to both or either of those questions, and report to a general 
meeting of the profession at large, and that the meeting do 
stand adjourned to Friday, the 27th of November next, to 
receive such report, the council report that, having eon- 
sidering the subject, they prepared a memorial to the judges 
of the Landed Estates Court, bringing under the notice 
of their Lordships the practice of the court as to conveyances 
under the General Order of the Court, No. 33, of the date of 
the 15th of July, 1859, and the right of purchasers 
to obtain an attested copy of each draft conveyance and to pre- 
pare the engrossment thereof for execution, and that such 
general rule being allowed by the Lord Chancellor and the 
Lord Justice of Appeal, and enrolled in Chancery, pursuant to 
the provisions’ of the statute under which the Court was estab- 
lished, is binding on the said Court, and of the same force and 
effect as if the same had been enacted by authority of Parlia- 
ment, and cannot be rescinded, altered, or amended, unless 
with the like sanction and enrolment, and that it was not com- 
petent to the judges to alter the practice under such rule, ex- 
cept by a rule allowed and énrolled in like manner, and, sub- 
mitting that it was felt by the body of solicitors at large to be 
derogatory to the profession that the approved draft of a con- 
veyance shall be entrusted to a printer to insure » 
as implying a suspicion of their proper conduct in relation 
to the preparation of engrossments, and reducing them toa 
subordinate position as regards the printer, instead of being the 
primary responsible agents as representing the purchasers, and 
imposing upon them additional trouble and unnecessary delay; 
and also submitting that the printing of conveyances has not 
been found to work well, and has caused considerable dissatis- 
faction, and that the council had been charged by the general 
body of the profession at a public meeting to bring the matter 
before their lordships, with a view to having the original prac- 
tice as to conveyances restored ; and showing that several grave 
objections applied to the printing of conveyances—namely, the 
destruction of the proper privacy, the lesser safety and durability 
arising from the composition of printers’ ink as compared with 
the inks used in manuscripts, and the inconvenience and ex- 
pense in registering deeds in extenso, and praying their lordships 
to take the subject of such memorial into their early considera- 
tion, and to rescind the further directions as to conveyances 
bearing date the 26th of March, 1862, so as to restore the 
former practice of the Court as to conveyances in conformity 
with the 33rd General Order of the Court of the 15th day of 
July, 1859. And the council further report that, having caused 
such memorial to be transmitted in triplicate to the Registrar 
of the Landed Estates Court, to be laid before the judges, they 
have received an official communication from the registrar that 
he has been directed by the judges to acknowledge the receipt 
of the memorial, and to state that the same shall be taken into 
consideration at the earliest moment which the business of the 
court will admit of, and of which the council shall be duly ap- 
prised; all of which the council submit as their report to an 
adjourned general meeting of the profession at large. 

Mr. R. J.T. Maocrory moved that the report read be 
adopted, and that the council be requested to continue their 
exertions to obtain a repeal of the system of printing of deeds 
adopted by the judges of the Landed Estates’ Court. He said 
that the memorial already stated very fully the reasons for 
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which the profession had asked the counci] to put themselves 
jn communication, on the subject referred to in the resolution, 
with the judges of the Landed Estates’ Court. He believed 
that on a former occasion, when the system was first introduced} 
and when the judges were communicated with in relation to 
it, a sort of evasive answer was returned, conveying that the 
great benefit of printing over engrossing was, that it insured 
perfect accuracy and perfect durability, it being stated that 
printing-ink was much more durable than that used for manu- 
script purposes, When he heard that statement, he deter- 
mined to test the relative durability of printing and the ordi- 
nary writing-ink, having been in the habit, during his college 
days, of dabbling somewhat in chemistry. He accordingly 
operated on some old parchments containing matter partially 
in print and partially in manuscript, the date of which was 
undoubtedly 1846. The process which he adopted had the 
effect of obliterating every traco of the printed matter; what 
that process was he had been asked not to divulge, but he 
might state that its principle was to destroy the base of the 
printing ink, which every one acquainted with such matters 
knew, consisted of burned oil. It had been alleged that this pro- 
cess must also result in such a serious injury of the parchment, 
in respect of which it was adopted as to prevent that parch- 
ment being used or written on again; he would prove, however, 
by ocular demonstration that such was not the case, [Mr. 
Macrory here exhibited to the meeting an oblong strip of 
oe mae which presented the appearance of being still per- 

ly adapted forall ordinary purposes.] He should state that 
he had only attempted the process on one-half the piece of 
parchment exhibited, in order that the other portion might ap- 
pear in its original state. But it was said, it is all very well 
with reference to black ink, but red ink it was impossible to 
destroy or efface. In order to attest the correctness of that 
assertion, he had tried the same experiment on a document 
printed partly in red and partly in black ink, and it would be 
perceived from the document, which he now begged to exhibit, 
that every trace of the red ink had been completely effaced. It 
was, therefore, clear that the alleged superiority of printing over 
the ordinary engrossing ink, as regarded durability, was alto- 
gether fallacious. He then proceeded to show that in respect 
of the privacy which it was so desirable to maintain in regard 
to family deeds and other legal documents, that the system of 
printing instead of engrossing them would be decidedly disad- 
vantageous. ‘There were many other reasons besides those ad- 
verted to in the report which might be urged in opposition to 
the system of printing deeds and memorials adopted by order 
of the judges of the Landed Estates Court, but he thought the 
meeting for the present would be satisfied with those reasons. 
He moved that the report be adopted. 

Mr. Frexe seconded the resolution, which was unani- 
mously agreed to. 

At the half-yearly general meeting, held on the same day, 
the following report of the council was read by the secretary, 
and adopted by the meeting:— 

At the conclusion of their year of office your council beg to 
submit to the society the following report of the various 
matters which have chiefly engaged their attention during that 
period:—Your council, looking with regret at the very de- 
fective state of pre ion of most of the candidates for ap- 
prenticeship, thought it their duty to have printed and exten- 
sively circulated among the profession the circular which is 

inted in the appendix (vide uppendix). Your council are 

ppy to inform the society that a marked improvement has 
taken place in the answering of the candidates at the last ex- 
amination. With the view of affording to apprentices the 
advantages of the King’s Inns Library, your council presented 
& memorial to the benchers, requesting that solicitors’ ap- 
prentices might be permitted to read there, subject to such 
regulations as might be considered necessary. The benchers, 
while declining to make a general order, expressed their wil- 
to accede, in any fit case, toan application to be made 

by a solicitor on behalf of his apprentice. ly in the present 
~ a Bill, intituled “ The Registration of Assurances (Ire- 
) Bill,” being almost identical with a measure bearing the 
same title attempted to be passed in the year 1862, was intro- 
duced into Parliament by Sir Robert Peel, and, in accordance 
with the almost unanimous opinion passed upon the previous Bill 
by the attorneys and solicitors of Ireland, your council took the 
earliest opportunity of sending a petition to Parliament against 
it, which was presented by Sir Edward Grogan, Bart. Sub- 


. sequently, upon a requisition numerously signed by members 


of your society, your council convened a general meeting of 
the profession to consider the measure on the 30th of April, 





sions, resolutions were passed condemning the main 
of the Bill. These resolutions were immediately by 
your council and forwarded to various members of Parliame:it, 
accompanied by a letter requesting their co-operation in op- 
posing the Bill, and your council are happy to state that, by 
this decided and timely opposition, a measure has been averted 
which was fraught with danger to the landed interests of this 
country, and which, had it passed into law, would have created 
difficulty and uncertainty in the registry of deeds. The 
queries submitted to the council of 1862, and their replies 
to which had not been completed at the date of their report, 
having been carefully considered by your council, were re- 
turned by them with their answers and suggestions to 
the commissioners. Your council are informed that a 
Bill has been prepared to carry out the report of the com- 
missioners, but, net having up to the present time been 
enabled to procure a copy, they cannot say whether 
any of their suggestions have been embodied in it. Your 
council having been informed that in the case of Scovell 
v. Gardiner (which was a-special case argued by consent 
in the Court of Queen’s Bench in May last) the defendants, the 
Commissioners of Customs, who were represented by the Eng- 
lish solicitor to the Customs, considered it their duty to instruct 
counsel to appear on behalf of your society, and object to the 
proceedings being continued until an appearance should have 
been entered for the defendants by an Irish attorney, Your 
council are happy to state that the defendants at once yielded 
to the objection, and, although consequently no legal decision 
was pronounced upon the question raised, yet the Lord Chief 
Justice took the opportunity of commending the conduct of the 


‘Law Society in bringing the matter before the Court, and of 


making the important observations, which, with a report of the 
case, will be found in the appendix. Your council continue to 
feel that the practice of country solicitors employing as town 
agents persons who are not solicitors, is one highly injurious to 
the character and position of the profession, and to the interests 
of the general public, and they are happy to be able to state 
that the judges of the Landed Estates Court, yielding to the 
request of your council, have issued directions (which have 
met with the approval of the Cork and Belfast Law Socie- 
ties), which will prevent the class of persons complained of 
acting as town agents, at least as regards the proceedings in 
that court. Your council trust the circumstances which called 
forth the opinion expressed by the Lord Chief Justice and 
the other judges, in a recent ease of Anderson y. 4 
in which your society was represented by Mr. Whiteside, 
will have the effect of inducing the judges of the law courts 
to reconsider their decision on this subject, which was brought 
before them by the council of the society in 1861. Your 
council would specially recommend this matter, and the 
consideration of the suggestions thrown out by the Court 
to their successors, A note of the judgment and observa‘ions 
of the Court will be found in the appendix. Your council 
have, in accordance with the recommendation of their prede- 
cessors, devoted considerable attention to the subject of 
conveyancing licences, and are deeply impressed not only 
with the injustice to the profession, but also with the danger- 
ous consequences which may result to the public from the sys- 
tem at present adopted with respect to the issue of such licences, 
for while in England a certificate of due qualification is neces- 
sary, in this country any person, no matter what his position, 
character, or education, can, by payment of the requisite fee, 

rocure a licence, and thus (without any qualification) 
cs entitled to practise a most important and responsible 
branch of our profession, and that without being subject 
to the control either of the benchers or the judges, Your 
council have, accordingly, taken a course in the matter which 
will, they trust, lead to the adoption of measures tending not 
only to prevent unlicensed persons acting as conveyancers, 
but also to insure that such licences shall only be issued to 
persons possessing the requisite fitness and qualifications, In 
connection with this subject, your council think it right to 
state that a complaint was made that a clerk in the employ- 
ment of a member of the society was in the habit of preparing 
deeds, and being paid for so doing. Thecouncil, after commu- 
nication with the employer, laid the matter before the Stamp 
Office Solicitor, for the purpose of prosecuting the clerk, The 
necessary information has not, they regret to state, been fur- 
nished to enable the Stamp Office to institute the prosecution, 
but the action taken by the counsel will, they feel, he likely 
to have a beneficial effect upon the individual alluded to, as 
well as others of his class who have no doubt been made 
acquainted with the circumstances. Your council received a 


1863, at which, after a long discussion of its various provi- | communication from the Law Club, in reference to this 
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admittedly objectionable impost, but, having communicated 
with the Incorporated Law Society in England, and ascertained 
that they did not intend making any move in the matter, 
your council considered it inexpedient to take any independent 
steps at present. In pursuance of resolutions passed at a 
general meeting specially convened to consider the above 
matter, your council have presented a memorial (vide appen- 
dix) to the judges of the Landed Estates Court, praying that 
the practice of printing conveyances in that court might be dis- 
continued, ‘They have received a letter from the registrar of 
the court acknowledging receipt of the memorial, and praying 
that same should be taken into consideration at the earliest 
moment which the business of the court would admit of. A 
Bill having been introduced, intituled “ The Civil Bill Courts 
(Ireland) Bill,” the principal provisicn of which was the sub- 
stitution of a new set of officers to discharge the duties con- 
nected with the civil bill courts, which are at present 
performed by the sheriffs, the principles of the Bill re- 
ceived the fullest consideration of your council, but, as 
the Bill was subsequently withdrawn, further action on their 
part became unnecessary, A Bill was introduced by Mr. 
Whiteside, the effect of which would have been very mate- 
rially to alter the law of judgments. Its provisions were care- 
fully considered by your council, who presented a petition for 
the amendment of the objectionable clauses, and also commu- 
nicated with Mr. Butt, M.P., in reference thereto. The Bill, 
however, was not proceeded with. Your council cannot close 
this report without referring to the loss they have sustained in 
the death of two of their most esteemed members—Messrs. 
John Orpin (vice-president) and Ralph Scott. In a profession 
like ours, to the members of which so few pesitions of public 
eminence are now open, they feel it the more needful to pay a 
tribute of respect to unimpeachable honour, uncompromising 
probity, and high attainments, such as characterised the pro- 
fessional career of both the gentlemen they have named. 





THE PROPOSED ALTERATION OF THE CIRCUITS. 

At the Leicester meeting of the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Law Association, a paper on the above subject was read by 
ae Thomas Avison, solicitor, of Liverpool. It was as fol- 
lows:— 

There can be no question more interesting to a meeting of 
attorneys than that of the administration of justice in our pro- 
vinces. Since the passing of the great charter of our English 
liberties, efforts have from time to time been made to bring what 
is popularly called justice toeach man’s door. By Magna Charta, 
the judges were directed to be sent into every county once a 
year. This was subsequently extended to twice a year (ex- 
cepting in the four northern counties, which, in consequence 
of the badness of the roads and difficulty of access, for some 
time afterwards had only one assize). 

The question of the necessity of an additional assize on the 
northern circuit was brought before the House of Commons in 
1819, by Mr. Western. He was at the time successfully opposed 
by the Attorney-General of the day, but, like all other useful 
reforms, it was subsequently assented to. 

It is very singular that the assize towns remain pretty much 
the same, with the exception cf the northern circuit, as they 
have done for generations past, although a wonderful change 
has taken place throughout the country. Towns which were 
formerly places of comparative importance, have ceased to be 
so, while large and populous towns in the same county have 
risen up. ‘The towns or cities which were originally selected 
were, in most instances, if not in all, the chief towns of each 
county. 

The original number of the circuits was six, and still remains 
the same, and, notwithstanding the increase of population and 
consequent litigation every year, there has not been any change 
in the number of judges appointed to perform the duties con- 
nected with these original six circuits. For, although three 
new judges were appointed in the year 1830, one of them 
always remains in town, and two of the judges take the places 
of the old Welsh judges, who used formerly to go those circuits, 
and who were selected from Serjeants and Queen’s counsel. 

For some time past, however, there has been growing up a 
strong feeling that a change should be made in the circuits. The 
subject was referred to the Common Law Commissioners in 1845, 
and in their report of that year they say,—“ All are agreed that 
the northern circuit is at present inconveniently long.” And, 
strange to say, they recommend that York should be added to 
the northern circuit, The Commissioners of 1857 dissent from 


should be held at Manchester and the hundred of Salford, the 
northern circuit—already, in the opinion of the majority of 
the commissioners, inconvenient] y long—would, in the opiniog 
of us all, be much prolonged, and, therefore, it is imperative 
upon us to suggest a remedy. 

They suggest, as the result of their best consideration of the 
suggestions made to them, “ That the most convenient a 
ments, if Manchester be separated from Liverpool, would be to 
add to the North and South Wales circuit, the adjoining coun. 
ties of Salop and Hereford from the Oxford circuit; and, as an 
equivalent for the counties taken away from the Oxford, to add 
to it Warwick from the Midland circuit, and to annex York to 
the Midland, diminished by Warwick and Northampton, which 
latter town they propose tojoin to the Norfolk circuit.” 

The duration of these circuits the Commissioners of 1857 
estimate as follows:— 

North and South Wales, 36 days; Northern (without York), 
30 days; add fay separation of Liverpool and Manchester, 6 da: 
—36 days; Oxford (without Salop and Hereford, and with 
Warwick), 31 days; Midland (with York and without War- 
wick and Northampton), 35 days; Norfolk (with Northampton) 
28 days. . 

It will be seen from this table that the Commissioners consider 
that six weeks, or thereabouts, should be the length of each 
circuit. 

No steps have been taken, until the session of Parliament just 
closed, for the purpose of obtaining the necessary powers for 
alteration of the circuit arrangements; but, in. consequence of 
Mr. Hadfield, M. P. for Sheffield, and formerly one of our pros 
fession, taking up this subject earnestly, and bringing it several 
times before the House of Commons, the Lord Chancellor, at 
the close of the session, brought in a Bill, entitled “ An Act to 
enable Her Majesty in Council to make Alterations in the Circuits 
of the Judges.” This Bill was carried through both Houses with 
a most remarkable degree of expedition, It was introduced in the 
Lords on the 13th of July, and, after passing through the Com- 
mons, received the royal assent on the 28th of the same month. 
By this Act the Privy Council is authorized to alter the circuits, 
‘by taking away from any circuit any county or counties, or 
any part or parts of any county or counties, and annexing 
same to any other circuit or circuits.” 

From the very cautious and limited way in which this enact- 
ment is worded, I thik we may infer that it is not in contem- 
plation to do much more than to carry out the recommendations 
of the Commissioners of 1857. 

Now, bearing this in mind, it becomes .necessary for us to 
consider whether the plan proposed by the Commissioners of 
1857 is the best plan for remedying the present evils in the cir- 
cuit arrangements, and, if not, then what is the best. 

Before suggesting any plan, allow me to draw your attention 
to the evils at present existing, and this, I think, will enable us 
to consider better the question of a remedy. In order to do 
this satisfactorily, it will be mecessary to trace the working of 
the present system on particular. circuits. 

I will, if you please, commence with the northern circnit. 
The assizes for the county of Lancaster, up to the year 1835, 
were held solely at Lancaster, which, as you are all aware, is 
situate at the northern extremity of the county, upwards of 
fifty miles from the large and populous manufacturing and 
commercial towns of Manchester and Liverpool. The distance 
was found to be a great evil, and to inflict great hardships, not 
only upon litigants, but upon jurors, witnesses, and attorneys, 
who had to be taken from the other end of the county, at a 
great additional expense, to attend the trial of causes. [t¢ has 
been estimated that the expense of witnesses in a cause tried 
in the same town where the witnesses and attorneys raside, is 
more than doubled when tliey live thirty miles from the assize 
town. The evil of the assizes, for so important a county as 
Lancaster, being held solely at Lancaster, at length came to 
be so oppressive, that very strenuous efforts were from time to 
time made, both in Liverpool and Manchester, to get a portion 
of the assize business transacted either in one, town or the 
other. These applications, like most valuable reforms, . were 
at first refused, but ultimately, upon the Corporation of Liver- 
pool undertaking at their own expense to provide a suitable 
court, and a residence for the judges, the county was divided 
into a northern and southern division, and Liverpool was fixed 
upon as the assize town for the latter. Since that period, the 
most important business of the county has been transacted at 
Liverpool. Our Manchester neighbours, however, have, for 
some time, felt that the time has arrived when a further divi- 
sion of the county should be made, and I am very glad to say 
that the recommendation of the Commissioners of 1867 is now 
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to be held in that important city for the first time, as well as 
at Liverpool. When the assizes for the whole county were 
held at caster, they seldom lasted a fortnight, and, within 
that period, each judge managed very comfortably to despatch 
the business of the court, without requiring assistance from 
any of the Serjeants or Queen’s counsel. The change has had 
the effect, which would be naturally expected, of very much 
increasing the amount of business of the circuit, and materially 
extending the length of the assizes. [ler Majesty's judges, as 
you are aware, commence the work of the northern circuit in 
the spring at Lancaster, and, in the summer, at York; and, 
after holding assizes, besides at these places, at Appleby, Car- 
lisle, Newcastle, and Durham, and performing more work than 
is done by the judges of any other circuit, excepting the Home, 
they come to Liverpool tired and fagged, and then they find 
before them a prospect of a four weeks’ work, if it is done as 
it ought to be done. In order to show the nature of the pre- 
yious labours of Mr, Justice Blackburn and Mr. Justice Mellor, 
who went the northern circuit last sammey before their arrival 
at Liverpool, I will read an extract from the 7imes newspaper 
of the 31st of August last: — 

“ At York, Queen's counsel sat for five days assisting the 
judges to get through the calendar; and, on two of those days, 
two Queen’s counsel sat. In other words, seven days’ work 
for one judge was done by Queen’s counsel sitting as commis. 
sioners, and yet two long causes were made remanets. 

“At Durham, two Queen's counsel assisted the judges in the 
trial of prisoners two days each, or four days’ work for one 
judge was done by them; and, with great difficulty, the assize 
work was got through late on the Newcastle commission day. 

“ At Newcastle, Qucen’s counsel assisted the learned judges 
in the trial of prisoners two days, and a heavy cause was made 
a remanet there. 

“ At Carlisle, one judge remained after the commission day 
for Appleby, and until the commission day for Lancaster, sit- 
ting two full days beyond the time appointed, and a heavy 
road case was, notwithstanding, made a remanet, 

“ At Appleby, there were five or six ordinary criminal cases, 
and a charge of murder, to try before the single judge in one 
day. ‘There was no civil business, and the work was done in 
one long day, 

“ At Lancaster, there was an unusually light calendar. 
This enabled the two judges on the second day to try causes. 
and a heavy cause-list was thus got through late on the Liver- 
pool commission day.” 

In addition to the remarks of the reporter of the Times, I 
would observe there were entered for trial, at the last assize at 
Liverpool, forty-three causes in the first or Salford hundred 
list, which includes Manchester and its populous neighbourhood, 
and seventy-eight causes in the second or West Derby hundred 
list, which includes the Liverpool causes and those brought 
from other places out of the county. The total number of 
causes was 121. Of these causes, about fifty were marked as 
special jury causes—most, if not all, of which were of great 
importance, and required time. Now, it is not very difficult to 
see what this led to. No sooner did the work of the Assizes 
commence than Mr. Justice Blackburn, who sat in the Crown 
Court, finding that he and Mr. Justice Mellor would be other- 
wise detained a very long time in Liverpool, requested some of 
the Queen’s counsel to sit in small adjacent and inconvenient 
rooms, and relieve him by trying some of the prisoners, and also, 
for the first time (I believe) in Liverpool, some of the common 
Jary cases, I have no doubt that justice was most properly ad- 
ministered by these gentlemen, but I must say that it caused 
the greatest confusion and irregularity, and did not add to the 
solemn dignity which one likes to associate with a ‘court of 
justice, It is said, with what correctness I am not prepared 
to state, that, upon one occasion, at Liverpool, a prisoner was 
arraigned twice over for the same offence by different judges 
of courts sitting at the same time, and was at a great loss to 
know what to plead. By means of this assistance, Mr. Justice 
Blackburn managed, after a fortnight’s hard work, to get 
through the calendar, about which time Mr. Justice Mellor 
had managed to get through the whole of the common juries in 
the first list, and the principal portion of the special juries in 
the same list. Mr. Justice Blackburn applied his great ability 
to assist his learned brother in the disposal of the cause list, 
Then the great confusion commenced in real earnest, of two 
courts si simultaneously for the trial of civil causes; 
counsel ha received retainers and briefs in many cases, 
with heavy fees, being called upon to appear in both courts 
atthe same time. Briefs, to the consternation of the attorneys 
and their clients, were handed over to juniors to conduct, to 
the great risk in all, and, in some instances, to the certainty, of 


the case being badly managed and lost. For it must be borne 
in mind, that it frequently happens thata man may be a most 
excellent junior, but a bad leader. I have always observed 
that the business of the assize at Li 1 commences with 
great propriety and solemnity, and, at times, rather slowly; and 
those who are fortunate enougli tosecure an early entry in 

list have their cases well tried; but, after the first ten days or 
fortnight are over, the scene changes, and everything is hurried 
on. I heard a barrister at our last assizes humorously des- 
cribe it as something like au exhibition of fireworks, at the 
commencement of which a few Roman candles and other fire- 
works, one at a time, are let off, but which at last ends in a 
great flare up, all the fireworks going off together in a grand 
blaze. It cannot be said that under these circumstances justice 
is satisfactorily, or even with propriety, administered. Many, 
if not all of these cases, have for months previously engrossed 
the earnest and anxious attention of both attorneys and clients, 
and the gain or loss of the case tothe latter is often a matter of 
the most vital importance. Instead, however, of the case 
meeting with that grave and serious attention it ought to 
receive, it often meets with the reverse, The Judges are 
natorally impatient, being anxious, if it is spring, to get a 
few days’ holiday before Term; and if summer, to 
commence their long vacation. The consequences are, 
counsel are checked, and too frequently prevented 
from bringing the facts fairly before the Court, 
and parties are often very unwillingly forced into a reference. 
This inflicts a great hardship upon the parties whose canses 
are entered in the second list at Liverpool, as this list, in con- 
sequence of directions given a few years ago, always consists 
of Liverpool cases, and those where the plaintiffs’ attorneys 
reside out of the county. 3 

In making these remarks, I have endeavoured to bring 
before you the great evil which exists at our Liverpool assizes, 
without any exaggeration, and I trust that I have succeeded in 
doing so. And now let me say a few words about the county 
of York, which also forms an important part of the work of 
the northern circuit. 

At present, the assizes of this large county are held solely 
at York. ‘The most important part of this county consists of 
the West Riding. ‘The inhabitants of this riding, feeling the 
evil of being compelled to try their causes at York, have, for 
some time past, exerted themselves very strongly, but hitherto 
without success, to get an additional assize held at Leeds; and 
so recently as the 22nd of May last, at a meeting of magis- 
trates, merchants, manufacturers, solicitors, and other inhabi- 
tants of the borough of Sheffield, a memorial to Lord Pal- 
merston was adopted, suggesting that, in addition to Leeds, 
there should also be assizes held at Sheffield. 

In that memorial very clear and satisfactory reasons are 
given, justifying this request. It is there stated that “the 
county of York comprises an area of 3,803,567 statute acres, - 
and contained, in 1861, 2,033,610 inhabitants. There is no 
other county in England or Wales which contains half as 
many acres. Lancaster contained 2,429,440 inhabitants in 
1861, excepting which and Middlesex, there is no other cou 
in England and Wales which contains half as many inhabi- 
tants as are contained in the county of York.” It is further 
said by the memorialists: “ Lancashire, with its population of 
2,429,440, has now three assize towns for the acco: 
of its inhabitants;” and they very properly, and with great 
right, as it appears to me, submit to Lord Palmerston, 
whether Yorkshire, with its population of 2,033,610, and area 
of 3,830,467 acres, may not reasonably ask for more accom- 


ion. 

It is also stated that the West Riding contained, in 1861, 
1,570,796, or three-fourths of the whole population of the 
county. It is also clearly shown, by a table at the foot of the 
memorial, that with the exception of Lancaster and Middle- 
sex, there is not a county in England or Walés which contains 
half the population of the West Riding. 

I think that such good and satisfactory reasons must, sooner 
or later, force the Government to adopt the prayer of the 
memorialists. There can be no doubt that, with the in- 
creasing population and trade of the West Riding, the busi- 
ness of the assizes for the county of York will be bed mate- 
rially increased; and it will be found that there will be suffi- 
cient work at York, Leeds, and Sheffield, for a separate cir- 
cuit, The evils which exist are not confined to the northern 
circuit. They exist as strongly, if not more so, in the home 
circuit. The assizes for that circuit commenced last summer, 
about the same time as those in the northern circuit, and did 
not terminate until the first week in 





September. 
It may possibly be urged, and with some apparent justice, 
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that many of the cases entered for trial at the assizes might 
be tried in the county court, and thus lessen the work of the 
assizes; but it would be very unfair to parties to force them 
to try in the county court; besides, it must not be over- 
looked, that the county courts, which were expected to 
have materially diminished the civil business of the assizes, 
have ears done nothing of the sort; and that, on the con- 
trary, while creating a very large business for themselves, they 
have done nothing to diminish the business of the assizes. In 
my own town of Liverpool, the county court has as much busi- 
ness to get through as can be well managed. Ifa case is set 
down for trial, it takes a long time before it is reached. It 
must not be forgotten, also, that there is a great objection en- 
tertained by many tradesmen and others, to sue in the county 
court. In order to show how little other local courts have the 
effect of diminishing the work of the assizes, I would observe, 
that we have in Liverpool a local court of record, which is 
ealled the Court of Passage, and which is very ably presided over 
by Mr. Edward James, Q.C. The court is held four times a year, 
two of these courts are held, either immediately before or imme- 
diately after the assizes; and there are usually about eighty 
causes entered for trial at each of the courts. it would appear 
that litigation increases, the more facility is given, and the 
More the expenses are lessened. I have little doubt that 
when the assizes are held at Manchester, our friends there will 
find that the number of cases entered in the Salford list will 
be very considerably increased, if not doubled; for it must be 
borne in mind that a portion of South Cheshire, which is very 
populous, adjoins to Manchester, and parties are sure to wish to 
try their cases at Manchester instead of going to Chester, 
which is at a considerable distance. The question arises, 
what is to be done to prevent this evil, and whether the pro- 
posal of the Commissioners of 1857 would be sufficient to do so. 
2 To me it appears quite clear that, as far as the northern 
circuit is concerned, it would not do so. The only relief sug- 
ested is that York should be taken from it. Now, we shall, 
believe, find that when Manchester is separated from Liver- 
pool, there will be a considerable increase in the circuit busi- 
ness; that Manchester and its neighbouring towns will fur- 
nish a considerable portion; and that Liverpool, if the causes 
are fairly tried, will still require a full fortnight, at least. In 
fact, I do not think that I am going too far in assuming that 
the three towns in Lancashire will require between four and 
five weeks. 

I have thought a good deal upon the subject, and I can only 
come to one conclusion, and this is, that the northern circuit 
must be divided. I would propose that this circuit should be 
divided into an eastern and western division; that the western 
portion should consist of Carlisle, Appleby, Lancaster, Liver- 
pool, and Manchester; and that the other, or eastern portion, 
should consist of Newcastle, Durham, York, Leeds, and Shef- 
field, These would form two very considerable and important 
circuits, of more importance, in fact, than most of the other 
Circuits, and would provide sufficient work. 

With respect to the other circuits, it appears to me that the 
alterations suggested by the Commissioners of 1857, might be 
adopted, and that, in addition, some diminution of the work of 
the home circuit might be satisfactorily made. ‘That circuit, 
as you are aware, consists of the counties more immediately 
surrounding the peas oc Two of these counties, Surrey 
and Kent, may be said almost to join to London. The con- 
sequences, a8 would be naturally expected, are that the assizes 
at Croydon or Maidstone, especially the former, are almost 
sure to command a considerable amount of business from the 
Metropolis; and causes which are too late to be tried either at 
the sittings at Westminster or London, are likely to be entered 
for trial at one of these places. 

The result was shown at the last assizes at Croydon, when 
there was a very heavy cause-list. There can be nodoubt that 
a great evil exists on this circuit, and that some remedy must 
be provided. I do not feel so competent to give an opinion 
as to what ought to be done on this circuit, to remove the evil, 
as I do with respect to the northern; but I have the pleasure 
of seeing around me gentlemen who will be able to do so. 
On this circuit, no doubt, great relief might be gained by add- 
ing the county of Surrey to the Norfolk circuit, the work of 
which is comparatively light, If the plan of appointing two 
additional judges were carried out, we should have three more for 
the work in London; and, consequently, we should be able to try 
more causes at the sittings in London and Westminster, which 
might be held there more frequently than they now are; and 
this, I conceive, would have the effect of considerably relieving 
the work of the home circuit, and reducing the number of cases 
tried at Croydon and Maidstone. 


I am aware that the great objection to my plan will be, that 
it would entail upon the country the expense of two additional 
judges. But surely this ought not to be considered an 
tion, if thereby justice is better administered throughout the 
coun There would, I am sure, be ample and sufficient 
work for the additional judges, while in town, not only in the 
trial of causes at Nisi Prius, but, as I would also s' t, in 
assisting the judge of the Probate Court in the disposal of some 
of the divorce cases, which are now apt to get greatly in arrear. 

I have taken the liberty of bringing the subjects of the cir- 
cuits before this meeting, and am fully aware of the many and 
great im ions in my paper. I have done so, however, 
chiefly that the subject might by be discussed at the ae 
meeting, and in the hope that it may be the means of eliciti 
the opinions of other members of the profession, who are stock 
better able to do justice to it than I am. 

Mr. Epprson, of Leeds, said they should feel obliged if 
gentlemen of other places would give them their opinion upon 
this matter, which was exciting a great deal of attention in the 
West Riding of Yorkshire, and throughout the whole country. 
He did not know that there had ever been greater excitement 
on any subject than that which now prevailed in Wakefield, . 
Sheffield, York, and Leeds, He made a return, when town 
clerk of Leeds, of the cost of prosecutions at York and before 
nga at Leeds—they were £7 in the borough, and £70 
at York. 

Mr. Payne, of Liverpool, held, that if three additional judges 
were appointed at a cost of £15,000 a year, it would be a mere 
flea- bite compared with the good that would be done thereby. 
He observed®that there was frequently an array of sixty special 
jury cases at Liverpool Assizes, not one half of which it was 
necessary should go toa special jury, the parties having merely 
adopted this plan in order to ensure the trial of the case during 
the assizes, Mr. Payne also noticed the plan adopted at 
Liverpool with regard to the criminal business—that of the 

judges dealing ont cases to serjeants and the recorder, in order 
that four criminal courts might be opened at the same time; 
and he contended that that anomaly ought not to exist; the 
trial of prisoners, in his opinion, being of far more importance 
than the civil causes. 








AUTHORISED LAW REPORTS. 


In compliance with a requisition very numerously signed by 
members of the bar, the Attorney-General invited that body, 
by circular, to attend a meeting on Wednesday Jast for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining their opinion as to the existing system of law 
reporting, with a view to its amendment. ‘The meeting took 

lace, by permission of the treasurer, in the dining-hall of 
Lincoln’s-inn, which was crowded with barristers practising 
in both law and equity courts. 

The ATroRNEY-GENERAL occupied the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN opened the proceedings by explaining the 
circumstances under which he was led to call the meeting to- 
gether; and observed that any one filling the office which he 
occupied would have felt himself called upon to take that step 
upon a requisition which expressed the feeling, if not of the 
whole bar, at least of a large proportion of it, and representing 
all its different grades and interests. He had received a requi- 
sition of that kind very numerously signed by Queen’s coun- 
sel, both of the equity and common law bar, as well as by 
members of the junior bar, expressing their desire that an op- 
portunity should be given for the consideration of the present 
state of law reporting, and whether anything could be done on 
the subject for the common benefit. He had, accordingly, in- 
vited the members of the bar to come together, and he could 
not but conclude, from the very great numbers who had re- 
sponded to the invitation, that in taking that course he had 

lone that which was generally desired (cheers). He would 
detain the meeting no longer, but would call upon Mr. Daniel 
to address them. 

Mr, Daniet, QC., stated to the meeting the grounds 
which to him appeared sufficient for inviting the atten- 
tion of the institution of the bar to the present state of the 
law reports. He was addressing those who were familiar with 
the subject, and, theretore, he need only refer to the fact that 
for the last twenty years the subject of law reporting had been 
matter of anxious consideration in the profession. The reso- 
lution which he had placed in the hands of the Attorney- 
General, and which he woe to submit for their decision, 
was in these terms:—“ That in the opinion of this meeting the 
present system of preparing, editing, and publishing the reports 








of the judicial decisions in this country requires amendment, 
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He had no interest ‘in the matter, except as a member of the 
profession of the law desiring to see redressed an evil which 
he believed to exist in the law, and his only anxiety in the 
matter was that the result of their deliberations would be such 
as to satisfy the public, and justify their confidence in the care 
and judgment of the profession of the bar (Hear, hear). 

Sir F. Kexuy seconded the resolution. He expressed great 
satisfaction that the meeting had been attended by so large a 
number of the profession, and he hoped that the result of a 
fair, free, and temperate discussion of the question that had 
brought them together would be such as would tend to the 
well-being and conduce to the satisfaction as well of the bar as 
of the public. As to the matter before them, he did not under- 
stand that they were called upon to express an opinion as to 
any particular remedy or course of proceeding which might be 
thought likely to amend the present system, or even to deter- 
mine whether that system should or should not continue 
untouched, (Hear, hear.) But what he did think it behoved 
them to consider, and by their voices at once to settle, was 
whether the present system really stood in need of amendment. 
Upon that point he thought little doubt could be entertained, 
for, however conflicting might be the views held in reference to 
the system, it could’not be doubted that it was attended with 
so many evils and inconveniences that if an amendment were 
practicable, such amendment ought to be attempted. What 
were the requisites in a system of law reporting? In the first 
place, the reports should be correct. He should be unjust to 
members of the bar engaged in reporting if he expressed any 
doubts as to the aocatacy of the present reports; but. as any- 
one might go into court who was clothed with the character of 
a barrister, and might at pleasure or for his own private 
objects become a reporter in that court, it was quite 
impossible to say that the ber or the public pos- 

any security at all for the uniform systematic 
accuracy of those reports, (Cheers.) Another requisite, 
scarcely less important, was that the report of each decision, 
or of the decisions in each particular court, should be single— 
that was to say, that there should be one report, and one only, 
for each decision pronounced. (Hear, hear.) If there were 
more than one report, and if they differed, as sometimes they 
must, each report became at once disentitled to credit and des- 
titute of authority, until the question could be submitted again 
to the same or another tribunal. Every court of Westminster- 
hall, with the exception perhaps of the supreme courts of appeal, 
the House of Lords, and the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council—was possessed of some two or three reporters, and 
there were two or three distinct reports of every decision pro- 
nounced, Were there only this one evil existing, it was one 
that called for a remedy, if a remedy could be provided. 
(Hear, hear.) Another evil was the uncertainty of the time 
and the irregularity of the different times at which different 
reports appeared; and, however difficult it might be to meet 
some of the objections that had been raised to the present 
system, no one could doubt that if once a good and sound 
system were established after due inquiry and consideration, 
the means might be found, not merely of publishing but one 
report, and thata correct and perfectly authentic record of the 
decisions of each court, but that those decisions might be 
published in so reasonably short a time that the profession 
could experience no inconvenience from the want of them 
between the decision being pronounced and the report 
being published in its complete and authentic form 
(Hear, hear). This suggestion of a short temporary report, 
almost as 800n as the decision was pronounced was one of the 
suggestions of Mr. Daniel, and the complete report would be 
ready within three months at least from the time the judgment 
had been given. If all this were done, the profession and the 
public would have no treason to complain (Hear, hear). Be- 
sides regularity and'certainty, besides accuracy and authenticity, 
the public, independently of the profession, had a right to insist 
that the reports of the Jaw from time to time as they became a 
part of the law and the property of the public shouid be obtain- 
able at the cheapest possible figure (Cheers). He thought 
it enough in itself'to call upon them to affirm the resolution now 
proposed, that where there were some two or three, and in some 
cases more, reports of the decision of one single court, a great 
deal of money must be wasted, a great deal of unnecessary ex- 
penditare incurred, and so a great deal of injustice done to the 
profession and the public (Hear hear.) What he hoped, therefore, 
was, that if they affirmed the resolution they would also agree 
to the appointment of a committee who should take into 
consideratfon the whole of this vast, complicated, and impor- 
tant subject. It would little become him, or any oné then 
present, to suggest a remedy for the existing evils, but when 





once those evils were admitted, and their extent und nature 
well understood, he thought if a committee consisting of 
members of the bar, both inner and outer, men accustomed to 
practise in the courts of common law as well as equity, in 
courts of original jurisdiction and of appeal, were to meet to- 
gether and consult with the judges, benchers, and others con- 
nected and unconnected with the law, they might reasonably 
hope that before long those great evils would be in some 
measure removed. 

During the discussion which followed, the meeting exhibited 
signs of impatience, and Sir Roundell Palmer had more than 
once to suggest that time would be saved by allowing speakers 
to proceed, 

Mr. Jemmetr opposed the motion onthe ground of monopoly. 
He contended that law reporting was in no way different from 
other literary publications. 

Mr. Epwarp Wessrer submitted an amendment to the 
effect that the whole subject of reporting, without prejudice to 
the present system, should be taken into consideration by a 
committee of the whole bar. In his opinion, nothing but & 
made reports could secure to the public authentic If 
they adopted the resolution as it stood, they pledged them- 
selves to a change of which they knew nothing (Cries of “ No§ 
no’’). Until they had a minister of justice, or some other au- 
thority, to superintend the case law as it came before the 
court, no change they could devise would relieve the reports 
from their present uncertainty. They never could in this 
country prevent competition, and they could never, therefore, 
prevent the law being flooded with reports. Professional men 
would never be satisfied with reports published on the prin- 
ciple of monopoly, but would go for the law to every source 
open to them, and, therefore, unless they really madé the 
judges declare what the law was, they arrived at nothing. He 
agreed with a suggestion that had been made, that there should 
be an officer of the court appointed to make a record of all that 
took place in court every day. 

Mr. Denman, Q.C., did not believe that if the law were settled 
by the judges it would be half so satisfactory to the public as 
as at present (Hear, hear). ‘There was no greater check 
upon the judges than the knowledge that they were watched 
by able men who were reporting their decisions, and the in- 
fluence of the bar was such that the judges had no power to 
shape the reports afterwards, an imputation which ‘they would 
be very liable to if the present check were removed ( Hear, hear.) 
As to the suggestion that the reports should be prepared by an 
officer of the court, he was inclined to believe that the public 
would not be so well satisfied with the work of a paid official as 
with that of a member of an honourable profession, who would 
endeavour to give the decisions as they were pronounecd by the 

judges. He came to the meeting resolved to vote against the 
first resolution, because, in his opinion, it went a t deal fur- 
ther than they prudently could go. It pledged them toa state- 
ment that the system as it at present existed required alteration 
and would pledge the meeting to the opinion that it was capable 
of amendment by some stép they could take. After read- 
ing all the propositions that had been made for the amendment 
of the present practice, it was his conviction that, whatever they 
might do, they would do nothing useful; and a perusal of the 
pamphlets, articles, and various publications on the subject 
only tended to convince him that the less they had to do with 
it the better it would be (Hear, hear). If the first resolution 
were passed, he should have voted for the committee, but he 
thought the wisest course was not to pledge themselves to any 
statement that they were dissatified with the present state of 
things, so far as to imply that they would be better satisfied 
with any other. He believed that Mr. Daniel's attack upon the 
present system proceeded from an erroneous view that it was 
the duty of the state to promulgate the unwritten law. That 
he apprehended entirely depended whether that course would 
do good or harm. If the state found that the profession and 
the public had, at present, greater certainty as to what the un- 
written law was by a system of competition, and that there 
was really no substantial doubt under that system as to what 
the law was, it would be doing a most foolish thing if it at- 
tempted to do itself that which it could not do satisfactorily. 
If they carried out what was proposed, the judges would no 
longer be judges upon the case before them, but persons try- 
ing to make a fancy code. It might be possible for a com- 
mittee to suggest a system which would obviate all his objec- 
tions, and give them a set of reports as good as all their 
reports put together; but he objected to pledging the meeting 
to the assertion that the system required ion, before 
knew whether it was capable of amendment or not (Cheers). 
With these views he seconded the amendment. 
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The amendment was negatived. 

Mr, WinTLE proposed the omission of the words “requires 
amendment,” and the substitution of the words “ is liable to 
objection, and it is desirable to ascertain whether an amend- 
ment thereof is practicable.” 

After some discussion this amendment was also rejected. 

Mr. Ince expressed the opinion that the question with 
which they were dealing was merely one for the bar and for 
the solicitors—that the general public did not care about these 
reports. The profession had good reason to be content with 
and had nothing to find fault with in the present system (“ Oh,” 
and “hear, hear”). There were reports adapted for every 
purpose, and they were correct, expeditiously prepared, and 
cheap—fulfilling, in fact, all the conditions which Mr. Daniel 
had laid down, with the exception of singleness, which was not 
requisite, except as the means of securing the other objects. 
They must also bear in mind the question as to those interests 
which, during the last thirty or forty years had grown up under 
the system of competition. 

The resolution was then put and carried. 

Sir H, Catrns, Q.C., proposed “* That a committee of members 

@ Of the bar be appointed to ider the best means of reforming 
the present system of preparing, editing, and publishing the 
reports of judicial decisions, and to report thereon to a future 
meeting of the bar.’’ In reference to what Mr. Deuman had 
stated, that those who supported the first resolution committed 
themselves to some definite and foregone conclusion as to what 
should be the amendment proposed, he begged to disclaim any 
such intention (Hear, hear). It would require a great deal of 
argument to convince him that any system ought to be adopted 
which would create a monopoly in the sense of preventing the 
free reporting of judicial decisions, and it would require even 
greater argument to convince him that the duty of reporting 
should be placed in the hands of the State (Hear, hear). It 
might very well be that after this committee had inquired into 
the matter, they might come toa conclusion that they were not 
able to suggest any remedy for that which they all felt to be 
a defect in the system. Still it was worth trying (Hear, hear). 
It might be that the decision of the committee might be con- 
sidered to contain elements of evil as great as in the present 
system, but that should not deter them from doing their best 
to improve a state of things which they all agreed was unsatis- 
factory. 

Mr. Matins, Q.C., seconded the resolution, without pledging 
himself to any particular plan. He was in favourof the free pub- 
lication of all that the judges said or did; and believed that if 
they once established the principle that the judges might say 
one thing and publish another, they would strike a fatal blow 
at the sound administration of justice (Hear). He had not 
been impressed either by Mr. Daniel's pamphlet or his speech 
(a iaugh), the tendency of which was to have only one re- 
porter, and he employed by Government, in each court (Hear, 
hear). Mr. Denman had taken a very sensible view of the 
matter; and, for his own part, although he thought amendment 
was required, and believed that a redundancy of different re- 
ports embarrassed the practitioner yet he was unable to see 
any remedy for the evil, and was much inclined to imagine 
that the committee about to be appointed would report that, 
after the fullest consideration, they could not suggest any better 
system. (“ Oh,” laughter, and *‘ Hear, hear.” ) 

Mr. Tenison Epwarbs and Mr. W. G. Harrison ad- 
dressed the meeting, amidst cries of “ divide.” 

A committee was then appointed. 

A vote of thanks to the chairman was proposed by Mr. 
Danie, seconded by Mr. Denman, and carried unanimously. 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 





MEETINGS, 
Law Unton Firb anp Lire Insurance Company. 

The ninth annual general meeting of this company was held 
on Monday, at the offices, 126, Chancery-lane, Mr. James 
Cuddon being, in the abscence of the chairman, unanimously 
voted to the chair. 





The CHairMaN, on taking the chair, regretted the absence 
of their respected chairman, Sir William Foster, and of their 
equally respected vice-chairman, Mr. Serjeant Manning. Sir 
William was prevented from attending by a suflering in his 
eyes, and Mr. Serjeant Manning by indisposition. He was 
very sorry some more competent person had not been selected 
to fulfil the duties of the day, but he would endeavour to do 
the best he could, 

The {Secretary (Mr. Frank M’Gedy) then read the adver- 
tisement convening the meeting and the minutes of the last 
meeting, which were confirmed. The reportand balance-sheet 
were taken as read, 

The CuairMan, in moving the adoption of the report, said, 
—The main feature in the annals of this company during the 
past year is the progressive increase of business in both depart- 
ments—fire as well as life. The new premiums for the past 
year in the fire department amount to £2,518 17s. 4d., as 
against £1,956 7s. 5d, in the previous year, ‘This amount of 
premiums covered the sum of £1,598,309 insured. It has been 
the plan of the directors to look rather to the nature of the 
risks than to kigh premiums, and the-result of their operations 
has fully justified their views. ‘The fire department is, you 
are aware, totally distinct from the life department, the funds 
of the oue not being responsible for the other, and the position 
of the fire department is shortly this:—The paid-up capital 
has not been touched; the income from fire premiums now 
amounts to about £10,000 a-ycar, and this amount is increas- 
ing. We have in hand, over and above.gll we luve paid for 
loss, expenses, and dividends, a reserve accruing from pre- 
miums of £6,596 3s. 10d., as ayainst'£4,104 13s. 7d. in the 
preceding year. Out of this sum of £6,596 3s, 10d., it is pro- 
posed to pay £750 to the shareholders by way of bonus. This 
state of facts will, I trust, be considered as highly satisfactory 
and encouraging (Hear, hear). Now, with regard to the life 
department, the new business for the last year has reached a 
far greater amount than in any former year. In the year 
1862, which was considered an extremely good year, the 
amount of new premiums was £5,005, 1s. 10d., while this year 
such new premiums have amounted to £7,130 6s. 2d. The 
amount insured this year is £196,410 as against £137,105 
insured in the preceding year. The average amount. insured 
by each policy during the last year excceds £760, being a 
considerable increase on the average which was obtained in 
former years. This is generally considered a favourable feature 
in the character in the business of an office. The total number 
of policies in force is 1,677, but as some persons are insured 
under several policies, the average amount insured on each 
life may be said to be about £550. ,The total life-pre- 
mium income is now over £27,008, and the accumulated 
fund from life premiums and interest. is considerable, as 
may be collected from the statement of assets now before 
you. The income, financial condition, and prospects of 
the company in its ninth year will be found to bear a 
by no means unfavourable comparison (at s similar period of 
existence) with any of those flourishing and excellent law 
life offices that have had the advantage of a ten years’ previous 
start. Your attention has been drawn to the tact of the 
amount of life claims arisen during the past year having been 
unusually heavy, but the report points out that this is occa- 
sioned by several deaths having happened on large policies, 
whilst the number has been very slightly in excess of our expec- 
tation. I am informed that such expectation was eighteen, 
and that the actual number was twenty-one. I may observe 
that in 1861 our claims were very light, having amounted to 
only £2,605 in that year. Ineed scarcely remind you that 
a very favourable rate of mortality in one year ,must be ex- 
pected to be soon succeeded by a less favourable rate in another, 
The calculations on each quinquennial division will necessarily 
be based, not on any one particular year, whether favourableor 
unfaveurable, but upon the average of the whole period over 
which the calculation extends. ‘Therefore, I think, we may 

regard with composure the natural, and therefore inevitable, 
yearly variation in the amount of claims, If the claims 
arise from a want of due care in the selection of lives the 
case certainly becomes serious, but if an aberration of 
the law of mortality takes place in any one year fiym 
accidental or exceptional circumstances, it may be expected 
very soon to right itself. Two deaths of the assured occurred 
last year from extraordinary accidents, One of these accidents 


| added largely to our claims, but such accident was one which a 


great number of the most prudent and distinguished life offices 
in London, including several law offices, also suffered. During 
the last four years we have received in ‘life premiums a total 
sum of about £87,000, and the amount of claims in the same 
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period, including all the claims of the past year, has been about 
£31,000. I bhave-inquired what amount has been received for 
premiums in respect of policies expired by effluxion of time, or 
which have lapsed or been surrendered, and I find the total 
amount rec2ived in that respect is over £20,000 during the last 
four years (Hear, hear). This item I take to be one of pure 
gain, all liability under these policies having now absolutely 
ceased. ‘The expenses of carrying on the office (having regard 
to the fact that it embraces both fire and life business) will, 
I think, be universally considered very moderate (Cheers). 
Still, it is of great importaace, year by year, to increase 
the business, if only for the purpose of making the ex- 
penses of management less per cent. on the amount of 
premium received (Hear, hear). The report alludes to 
an expenditure of £696, 3s. 4d. for extending the agencies. 
I think this outlay will be regarded as judicious, and I trust 
that an adequate increase of business will shortly arise there- 
from. It is gratifying to the directors that the company has 
received so much cordial support, and the board looks forward 





, with confidence, in.due course of time, to a vastly increased 


business; but let us remember that “ Rome was not built in a 
day ” (Hear, hear), ‘The public decidedly have, and for good 
reason, great confidence in. the stability and safety of the law 
offices, and the profession has opportunities of offering in- 
surances which, perhaps, no other class of men possess in an 
equal degree, This company, therefore, has within itself all 
the elements necessary for great success, and, I doubt not, will 
know how to use them (Hear, hear). The directors are, at 
present, much restricted by the deed of settlement as to choice 
of investments, and intend shortly to take steps for obtaining 
your consent to such alterations in this respect as may, or. 
mature consideration, be deemed safe and advantageous, and 
which, I trust, will enable us to make a better rate of interest 
for our;money. Tho rate is, at present, £4 prr cent. I feel, 
gentlemen, that I ought to apologise for havizg troubled you 
xo long, and will.at once conclude by moving the approval 
and adoption of the report of the directors and balance-sheet 
(Cheers), 

Mr. C. W. Brack had been asked to second the motion, and 
he did so with great pleasure. In reading the report over care- 
fully they would find it wouid put them into possession of the 
position of the company during the past year. They could 
see everything before them at a glance, as well as if they had 
lcoked through the books. Although their losses by deaths 
were somewhat heavy, he had no doubt next year a balance 
would be struck in their favour. After the exhaustive speech 
of the chairman, who had gone through the whole of the topics 
with the utmost clearness, it would be a work of supererogation 
on his part to add anything to it. He trusted they would in- 
crease in prosperity,and in the number of shareholders who 
gave them their support. 

Mr. R. P. OrpersHaw noticed that there was a large sum 
due for interest, and he wished to ask whether it was overdue. 

The Cuainman.—It is accruing—not overdue (Hear, hear). 
The interest is calenlated to the 30th of September, and it is 
accruing on different loans by persons who do not pay on the 
30th of September; but, nevertheless, we calculate all up to the 
period I have mentioned, and then put it down in the account. 
There are no arrears of interest at all that I am aware of, 

Mr. OLpersHaw thought it would be better in future to 
a clearly what it was, as he had read it in a different 
The CwArrMman could see no objection to this course being 
adopted, 

The report was then unanimously agreed to. 

On the motion of Mr, E, W. Mounsey, seconded by Mr. F. 
ScuuLtz, it was unanimously resolved, “ That the recom- 
mendation of the directors, in the report now read, as to the 
payment of dividend and bonus, be adopted; and that a divi- 
dend and bonus, together, at the rate of 74 per cent. per- 
annum, free of income-tax, be paid to the shareholders on the 
paid-up capital to the 31st March, 1864.” 

The retiring directors, Messrs. l'. Charsley, James Cuddon, 
John Dabbs, P. E. Eyton, Sir William Foster, Bart., V. Gos- 
ford, H. Heffill, John Huish, H. E. Marsh, John Nauson, John 
Charles Rees, George Thomas, F. R. Ward, and John Wool- 
_~ were separately proposed for re-election by Mr. Older- 
shaw. 

The propositions were; seconded by Mr. J. H.' Dorner, and 
carried nem. con. 

Mr. J. A. Rose begged to move that Mr’. P.2Harding, of 
the firm of Messrs. Harding, Pullein, and Co., be elected share- 
holders’ auditor in the place of the late Mr. Isaac Wiseman, 
He knew Mr. Harding well, and he was quite sure his appoint- 





ment would be a benefit to the company from his intimate 
acquaintance with the accounts of joint stock companies, A 
better man than Mr. Harding he (Mr. Rose) was sure they 
could not obtain. 

Mr. E. B. Hooxe seconded the resolution, which was carried 
unanimously. 

The Cuarrman then said—I beg'to move that Mr. Worsley 
be re-elected directors’ auditor, I can testify to the” 
pains and labour Mr. Worsley has bestowed on the 8 of 
the company, and that labour has been greatly augmented by 
the death of Mr. Wiseman. I beg to move that he be re- 
elected. 

Mr. Erasmus WIixsoy, in seconding the motion, said he was 
able to coincide with the chairman in his testimony to the care 
and attention bestowed upon the accounts of the company by 
Mr. Worsley. 

The motion was passed with unanimity. 

Mr. C. F. Lonp had very great pleasure in moving that. the 
usual sum be paid to the directors, and their excellent chair- 
man, for their superintendence and admirable management of 
the company during the pasc year. He observed on a paper 
which had been placed in his hands, that the most assidious 
attention had been paid to the company’s affairs. He per- 
ceived that their attendance had been no fewer than 612, or an 
average of nearly two per day. No one, then, would be sur- 
prised when, considering the very flourishing state of the com- 
pany, it was stated that they owed a good deal to the directors 
for having brought them into that condition. He would say 
that the sum to be given to them was not voted in any way as 


-compensation, but rather as a slight honorarium, or acknow- 


ledgment for their valuable services in bringing this company 
to its present position. He moved that the sum of £653 be 
given to the London directors, including the chairman, and the 
sum of £284 to the country directors, for their services during 
the past year. He thought these sums were divided and sub-~ 
divided in such a manner that each London director received 
£21, and after that, a further sum for every attendance beyond 
his rota. It seemed to be a very small sum to be divided 
amongst the directors. 

Mr, Buack thought it was only;fair that he should second the 
motion, having previously seconded the adoption of the report. 

Mr. Doyte said, he found that about three years ago they 
commenced business in Ireland, and he was anxious to know 
what portion of the £11,000 paid for life claims had been pai 
in respect of policies that had fallen in in Ireland during 
three years, 

The CHatrmaN.—Not one sixpence has been paid in Ire- 
land for the last three years for life losses, We had two fire 
losses in Ireland, but none from deaths. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

Mr. R, W. Roperts said, he had been requested to move that 
the auditors be paid twenty guineas each for their services, and 
that Mr. Worsley be paid ten guineas for the additional ser- 
vices he rendered in consequence of the death of the late Mr. 
Isaac Wiseman. ‘ 

Mr, J. W. Wixson, of Chelmsford, could testify from his 
knowledge of the gentlemen who had performed the auditors’ 
work that it was an exceedingly small sum to pay them for. 
the services rendered by them. He had known Mr. Francis 
Worsley for many years, and he might venture to say that he 
(Mr. Worsley) had worked through the whole of the operations 
of the company; and he was, therefore, more practically ac- 
quainted with it than anyone else, He thought ten guineas 
was rather below than above what was usually given on such 
occasions,but Mr. Worsley was satisfied, and looked on it 
more as an honorarium than as compensation. He had great 
pleasure in seconding the motion. 

The resolution having been put to the meeting. was unanie 
mously passed. 

Mr. Erasmus Wison said, he had the pleasure of proposing 
at the commencement of the meeting that Mr. Cuddon 
take the chair, and it was indeed a pleasure to him, 
knowing Mr. Cuddon was so thoroughly conversant with every 
branch of life assurance, that a more able man could not be 
found. There was no one who took a deeper interest in the 
company than Mr. Cuddon, They were all, as shareholders 
and directors, deeply indebted to him for the extreme attention 
he had paid to the business, His simple explanations of the 
business, and the future prospects of the company,’ were, he 
(Mr. Wilson) was sure, such as would be highly gratifying to 
the shareholders. He thought they would an unanimous 
and enthusiastic vote of thanks to Mr. for the manner 
in which he has performed the duties of chairman. 

Mr. E. B. Hooxx had great pleasure in seconding themotion 
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and ‘quite agreed. with the remarks made by Mr. Erasmus 
Wilson. It was quite unnecessary to exhort each shareholder 
to bring business, because they were all aware of the importance 
of doing so. 

The resolution having been warmly carried, 

The Cuarrman replied,—Gentlemen, I thank you very 
much for your great kindness. Iam afraid my friend Mr. 
Erasmus Wilson has said more about me than I deserve. I 
have taken great interest in the company, and so have the rest 
of the directors. The person on whom has devolved the 
greater portion of the labour, in fact, almost the ent ire portion, 
is my friend on my right (Mr, Mc’Gedy). He is always 
alive to the preservation of the company’s interests, and he 
pays great attention to its management. Every one receives 
from him the greatest civility, aud I am sure we are all deeply 
indebted to him for ths way in which he has performed his 
duties. I beg to propose a vote of thanks to him. 

The was ded by Mr. IF’. Worsley, and carried 
with unanimity. 

The Secretary, in reply, said,—Gentlemen, I will not de- 
tain you with a long speech; I return you my sincere thanks 
for the very kind manner in which you have passed the vote, 
My thanks are due on behalf of my brother officers as well as 
myself, because they all work heart and soul in the concern, 
I can only say that I hope, at the end of the ensuing year, to 
show you a larger amount of new business, and a much smaller 
amount of claims, 

The meeting then terminated. 











UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Siock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months: — 

Lattemanp, Manta Joserne, of Union-road, Trinity-square, Spinster. 
£200 Redaced Annuities.—Claimed by the said M. J. Lallemand. 
Mitten, James, a minor, of Red Cross-street, Borough, £510 9s. 4d, 

New Three per Cents.—Claimed by Sarah Miller, of Bristol-mews War- 

wics-square, Paddington. 

LamBERT, CAkOLINE Mary, Knowle, near Wimborne, Dorset, Spinster, 
£1,000 New Three per Cents.—Claimed by said C, M. Lambert. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Farwar, Nov. 27, 
Lumb, R. J., Frederick Lumb, & Jno Hen Lumb, Wakefield, Attorneys-at- 
Law and Solicitors (Lumb & Sons). Mayl. By effiuxion of time. 
Squarey, Coard W, & C. M. C, Whatman, Salisbury, Attorneys and Soli- 
citors. Decl, By mutual consent. 


e@A udDings-uy of Point Htack CTompantes 
Farivar, Noy. 27, 186 

Agriculturist Cattle Insurance Company. the “Master of the Rolls pur- 
poses, on Tuesday, Dec 8 at 12, to make a call on all contribuatories of 
this company, for £20 per share of £5, and for £80 per share of £20. 

English and Irish Church and University Assurance Society.—V.C. Wood 
peremptory oider for a call of £1 10s. per share on all contributories of 
this society, to be paid on or before Nov 30 to R. P. Harding, Official 
Manager, 3, Bank-buildings; and for a call of £1 10s. per share on the 
several persons included in Class A. of the list of sonpenetetins of this 
Society, to be paid on or before Nov 30, to R. P, Harding. 

LIMITED IN Caancery. 

Roodee Iron Ship Building Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, 
presented Nov 24, will be heard before the Master of the Rolls on Dec 
5, Lydall, Southampton- buildings, agent for Neal & Martin, Lpool, 
Solicitors for the petitioner. 

United Kingdom Ship Owning Company (Limited).—Petition for winding- 
up, presented Nov 23, will be heard before the Master of the Rolls on 
Dec 5. Loftus & Young, New-inn, agents for J, & J. Trevor, Bridg- 
water, Solicitors for the petitioner. 

Tugso-y¥, Dec, 1, 1863. 
Unuimrrep 1n CHAncery. 

Haytor Granste Company.—Creditors of the above-named company are 
required, on or before Dec 8, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts and claims, and the names and rte 
of their solicitors, to R. P. Harding, 3, Bank-buildings, Official Liqui- 
dator of the said company. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35 
Last Day of ll 
Fara, Nov. 27, 1863. 
Adams, Chas Sweet, Burraton, Cornwall, Tanner. Jan 25, Elworthy & 
Co, Plymouth. 
Barker, Arabella Tuck, Bath, Spinster. Jan 1. Kemp, Ba‘ 
Casterton, Jas Wm, Bath-pl, Dalston, Esq. Jan 1. W. nen & Malle- 
son, Austiafriars. 
Cunningham, Rey Fras, Lowestoft, Clerk. Dec 30, Fraser, Lowestoft. 
a Joseph, Leather-lane, Holborn, Butcher. Jan 14. Holmes, 
‘oultry. 
Ellis, John, Pinner, Esq. Jan 9.. Elsdale & Byrne, Whitehall-pl. 
Ffarington, Sarah Esther, Worden, Lancaster, Widow. Dec 31. 
& Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Hannah, Wm, Firbeck, York, Gent. Jan 25. Broomhead, Sheffield. 
Hopkins, Elizabeth, Clifton, Bristol, Spinster. Jan 3. Tadd: 
ee Geo, Cherwynd, Salop, Farmer, Dee 26. Fisher cy ta 


Farrer 


, Fisher, ‘sami, Kirkby in Ashfield, Nottingham, Farmer. 


acgregor, Dame Bridget, King-st, Portman-sq, Widow. Jan9. Rogers 
Ragers, Win Brockelge Bdgerley, Ralop, Gent, Dee 16 Davies, Oswestry 
rs, Wm, ley, Salop, Gent. ‘ A 
Smith, Thos Geo, Togston, Northumberland. Esq. Dec 15. 


Carr, Alnwick. 
Spencer, Ann, Rue Rivoli, Paris. March 6. Hollings & Co, Gray’s-inn. 
Wallis, Rehd, Handsworth, York, Wood Merchant. Feb 1. Hand, 


Uttoxeter. 
Tusspay, Dec. 1, 1863. 
Barr, Ewd, Chester, Gent. Within three caleudar months. Daubney, 
Market Rasen. 
Carr, Wm, Nymans, near Crawley, Sussex. Jan30. Carr, Moorgate-st. 
Dodd. Isaac, Old —— _— March Il. Walker, Hall-p!, Lower 
Kenning ton-lane, E cec 
Gore, John, Paddington, ge le Dec 31. Ingle & Goody, King 
William st. 


Holehouse, Geo, Manch, Corn Dealer. Jan 20. » Manch, 

Ingham, John, Birstal, York, Gent. Febi. Lay & Dyson. 

Lacon, Frances Mary, Bath, Spinster. March 1. Stone & Co, Bath. 

Lockey, Geo, York, Jan 15. Wood, York, 

Mansford, John Griffith, Bath, Gent. March i. Stone & Co, Bath, 

Menzie, John, Merthyr Tydfil, Draper. Jani, Smith, Merthyr Tydfil. 

Mitchell, John wD, » Lancaster, M Mariner, Jan 1. 
Toulmin & Carruthers, Lpool. 

Randall, Thos, Princes Risborongh, Buckingham, Farmer. Dec 30. 


Clarke, High Wycombe. 
——, Thos, Lomer Norwood, Gent. Jan 4. Patarson & Son, Bou- 
ve 

Schmidt, heh, Jacob, Manch, Merchant, Jan 20, Laycock & Dyson, 


Huddersfi 
— Wm Hy, Streately House, Berks, Esq, Feb 1. Hobbs & Collins, 
ading. 
Toe Jas, Nether Knutsford, Chester, Minister of the Gospel. Dec 30. 


Sedgley, Nether Knutsford 
Wadhams, Benj, Dudley, Chaff Cutter. Feb 1. Housman, Bromsgrove. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Da Proof. 
Farivar, Nov. 27, 1863. 

Banister, Edw, Shipston-on-Stour, Solicitor, Dec 23. Baniscer v Banis- 
ter, V. C. Wood. 

Briggs, John, Dover, Dissenting Minister. Jan7. Corke v Bi M.R. 

Dive, Hugh, Mumbles Oystermouth, Glamorgan, Colonel, Jan7. Gam- 
mon v Davies, M.R. 

Mitchell, Kev John Hy, Rector of Buckland, Hertford, Clerk. Dec 23, 
Mitchell » Bridges, V.C. Kindersley. 

Mitchell, Margaret, Bath, Widow. Dec 23, Luttman-Johnson » Coombe 
V. C. Kindersley. 

E*DAY. Dec. 1, 1863, 

Barrow, John, Ambleside. Westmoreland, Joiner, Dec 21. Barrow o 
barrow, M.R. 

Cfive, John, Handsworth, Stafford, Gun Barrel Manufacturer. Dec 23. 
Jerome v Clive, Vv. C. Wood 

Griffiths, John, Ben Lomond- -pl, Stockwell, Gent. Jan 7, Griffiths 
Griffiths , M.R 

Pritchard. ‘Edwd, Chalfont Su Peters, Bucks, Farmer. Dec 23. Pritchard 
v Boddy, M 

Rutherford, Thos Hunter, Seaham Harbour, Durham, Draper. Jan 21. 
West » Rutherford, V, C. Stuart. 

Stephenson, Geo Dunn Ogle, Kilburn. Dec 23, Stephenson » Neate, 
M. R. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Farwar, Nov. 27, 1863. 

Corner, Richd, Melbourne, York, Innkeeper. Oct 31. 
Tvespar, Dec. 1, 1863. 

Bulmer, Thos, Bishop Auckland, Ironmonger. Sept 8. Simpson, Leeds. 


Collier, Edwin, Huddersfield, Cotton Warp Agent. Sept 28. Simpson, 
Leeds. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Mankvapieg Act, 1861. 
Faipar, Nov. 27, 1863. 

Balow, Wm, Manch, Provision Dealer. Nov 23. Asst. Rog Nov 26. 

Bergholtz, Hans Gustaf Fredrik, Bristol, Ship Chandler. Nov 9. Cony. 

Reg Nov 26. 

Boyes. Joseph, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Oct 30. Conv. Reg 

Nov 27. 

Chapman, John, Bristol, Printer. Nov 3. Conv. Reg Nov 27. 

Collen, Wn, Arlington-st, New North-rd, Japanner. Oct 31. Comp. 
Reg Nov 24. 

Conchar, Robt, Pembroke Dock, Victualler. Oct30. Conv. Reg Nov 25. 

—— Wn, Finsbury-market, Varnish Maker. Nov 17, Conv. Reg 


contr iad Tipton, Stafford, Furniture Dealer. Nov 12. Conv. 

Reg Nov 2 

Fellows, Hy, ‘woleernampton, Publican, Nov 12. Conv. Reg Nov 26. 
Nov 4. Asst. 

Reg Nov 23. 


Ford, Eliz, Queen-sq, Bloomsbury, Spinster. Nov 27. Cony, Reg Nov 27. 
as, Melford, Suffolk, Builder. Oct 29. Conv. Reg Nov 24. 
-_' Wm, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Fruit Merchant. Oct 29, Asst. Reg 


Cony. Reg 


Hayward ay! tameng Butcher. Nov 2i. Cony. rag 26. 
ntage, Berks, Clothier. Nov 2. Arr. Reg Nov 24, 

Hollins ia Malpne — Clog Manufacturer. Nov 4, Asst. Reg Noy 26. 

a Chichester-st, Harrow-rd, Grocer. Nov 17. Comp. 

Reg Nov 2 

Johnston, iti, Ardwick, Manch, Travelling Draper, Oct 31, Asst. 

Reg Nov 

Jones, David, Merthyr Tidfil, Draper. Nov 14. Asst. Reg Nov 24. 

Lloyd, Geo, sen, & Geo Lioyd, jun, Swansea, Tailors. Nov 14, Conv. 


‘97. 
Lills’ bent , Brass Founder. Nov 18. Am, Reg N , 
Lindi, Joh, Honghton-le-Spring, Durham, Grocer, Nov i, Asst’ 


Thompson, York. 


Hayek “aes Water-lane, London, Lighterman. Nov 21. 
Nov 





James, ue, Tic, Tyucha Cysyllte, Llangollen, F Dec 9. Da 
Cysy! angol armer. vies, 





Lyth, John, Lpool, Lace Dealer, Nov7. Comp. Reg Nov 26. 
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Mattocks, Wm, Cannon-st-rd, Middlx, Stationer. Nov 17, Comp. Reg | Morbey, Chas Jos, Leadenhall-market, Victualler. Bet Nov 25. pt 
at 3. Peverley, Coleman-st. 


Nov 26. 
McLachlan, Jas, Wigan, Innkeeper. 30. Asst. Reg Nov 27. 
Niemann, Edmund John, England’ Bese Haverstock-hill, Artist. Nov 
2. Arr. Reg Nov 27. 
Oldroyd, Thos, Staincliffe, nr Dewsbury, Waste Dealer. Nov 10, Asst, 
Reg Nov 27. 
Pilkington, Wm, Morley, York, Cloth Manufacturer, Nov 5. Conv, 
Reg Nov 2 
neee 1 an Wine Merchant, Nov i4. Comp, Reg Nov 
Ridsia'c hoy bea 8 South Creake, Norfolk, Cheri in Holy Orders. Nov 
Arr. Reg Nov 25. 
Hoi John, Manch, Provision Dealer, Novy 10. Comp. Reg Nov 26. 
Rothschild, Chas, Old Cavendish-st, Middix, Wine Merchant. Nov 6. 
Letter of licence. Reg Nov 26. 


8 Edwin, Stoke-upen-Trent, Grocer. Nov 2. ome. Nov 25. 

eS Eli, Ossett, York, Manufacturer. Nov 10. = 3 Nov 26. 

Turner, Thos, Walthamstow, Builder, Mov 21. Asst, yo Nov 24, 

Turner, Thos Lines, Oldbury, Provision Dealer, ys Reg Nov 25. 

Verma, Bees, Railway-pl, Stoke Newington, Grocer. Nov 17. Comp. 
Reg Nov 26 

Wesley, Thos, Newtown Linford, Leicester, Farmer. Oct 31. Conv. Reg 


Nov 24. 
Tusspay, Dec. 1, 1863. 


Backiey, Benj, Crompton, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Nov 18. Asst. Reg 


Rackley, Joseph, Hulme, Manch, Butcher. Nov 23. Come. Raw ba! 27. 

ag Jas, Pocklington, York, Provision, Dealer, Conv. 
Reg Nov 30. 

-, Ds Gotham, Nottingham, Butcher. Nov 17, Asst. Reg 


crete. "Geo Chas, Lpedl, Commission 

Day, Gon, Blandford-st, Middx, Builder. Nov 25. Comp. Reg Nov 27. 

— holmeley Edwd, Buckingham-st, Strand, Gent. Oct 31, Asst. 
Reg Nov 2! 

Dyer, Wm, Bristol, Tailor. Nov 4. Conv. Reg Nov 28. 

Eaves, Jas, Lpool, Victualler. Nov 14. Conv. Reg Nov 30. 

— +g Thos, Kirkdale, nr Lpool, Victualler. Nov 27. Comp. 
Reg Nov 

Field, Geo, Leeds, re Nov 17. Yene. Reg Nov 28. 

Garner, pore » Islington, Wholesale Milliner. Nov 7. 

iomp. ‘ov 30. 
Gear, hus aine Seymour-pl, Camden Town, Draper. Nov4. Asst. Reg 


Dec ft 

Hall, » Wn Jot John, Newark-upon-Trent, Coach Manufacturer. Nov 2. Asst. 
Reg 

Hanson, Randall, Leeds, be 5 we Nov 17. Conv. Reg Nov 30, 

ar dg risian Legget, Botolph4ade, London, Wine Merchant. Nov 2. 

Hill, Aber, Cheddar, Somerset, Stay Manufacturer. Oct 30. Asst. Reg 
Nov 2 

Hobbs, Eawa Newman, abe Flour Factor. Nov 27. .. Reg Nov 27. 

Horry, Wm, & Wm Potter, Halsted, Essex, Paper Nov 27. 


Nov il. Asst. Rag Dec I. 

Lioya, Th . Law Stationer. Nov2t. Asst. amr m. 
Masslend, John, Manah, Milliner. Nov il. Asst. Reg Nov 

Meredith, Fredk, Grand Junction-ter, Rarer, Corn Denier Oct 30. 


Comp. Reg Noy 27. 

Middleton, Geo Milward, a -sq and Fenchurch-st, Wine Merchant. 
Nov 9. Asst. Nov 

Mc: rley, Hy, Rotherham, Tailor. Nov 2. Asst. 


Nov 28. 
Perrius, Jas, Swansea, Victualler. Nov il. Comp. Reg Nov 30. 
Savory, Jas, Gloucester, Corn Dealer. Novi7. Asst. Reg Nov i 


Sharpe, Barling, Leigh, Essex, Builder. Dec}, Comp. Reg Dec }. 
Stevens, Jas Edwd, Clapham-rd, Stockwell, Ladies Outfitter. Nov 2. 


Conv. Nov 
Stonehouse, John, Sneaton, York, Farmer. Oct 31. Asst. Reg Nov 27. 


Ti x Thos Fredk, Sun-st, Bishopagate, Toy Dealer. Nov 30. Comp. 

eg 

Terner, Wen Hy, Heckmondwike, nr Leeds, Tobacconist. Nov 2!. Cony. 
Ri 

Waliin ee » aa Wotton-under-Edge, Wine Merchant. Nov ll. Asst. 


Reg 
Wallis, pad Birm, Cabinet Maker. Nov 27. Comp. Dec I, 
Wild, Wm, Manch, Lace Dealer. Nov 3. Conv. Nov 30, 
Woodman, Wm, Exeter, Buiider. Nov 3. Comp, Reg Noy 28, 


Bankrupts. 

Farpay, Nov. 27, 1863. 

To Surrender in London. 
Barker, John, Dover, Victualler. Pet Nov 18, Dec 8at!2. Harrison & 

Lewis, O:d Jewry, for Knocker, Dover. 
Binns, John, and Joshua Binns, ficoanen- st, s eae el al Building Mate- 
rial Dealers, Pet Nov 20. Dee 15 at 1 Old Broad-st 

Biateh, Thos, bg tiem Bedford-sq, Batches. Pet Nov 4, Dec 5 


_ at i. Lewis, Raymond-bidgs. 
Bray, Wm Crawford, G Grosvenor-st, Commercial-rd East, Mariner. Pet 
Nov 25. Dec8 at 1. Hare, Basinghall-st. 


Burslem, Geo James, Gt James-st, Bedford-row, Gent. Pet Nov 25. Dee 
8 Paden 12. Barrow, Cannon-st West. 
Isaac Geo, Norwich, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Yer 17. Dec 15 at 
ioe & Co, Aldermanbury, and Miller, Son, & Norwich 
Davis Hy, Falcon-st, Commission Agent. Adj Nov Dec 16 atl. 
Dec 14 at2. 


Golder, fy. —w Mile-end, Jeweller. Pet Nov 24. 


nail face War Warwick- rd, Maida-hill, Accountant. Pet Nov 23. Dec 14 at 
2. Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry -chambers, 

Hart, Geo Wm, Pearson-st, Kingeland- rd, Shoe Manufacturer. Pet Nov 
25, 


Dodd, New Broad- 
ennessey, Jas Jha Royal Mint-ot, Waste Paper Dealer. Adj Nov 23. 
a ldridge. 
» Thos Christmas, Marlborough-rd, Chelsea, Grocer. Pet Nov 25. 
Dec 14 at 2 Reed, Guildhall-chambers. 





Manieré, Bedford-row 
ac “ane, Alex, Bell-s, Edgware-rd, Zinc Worker. Pet Nov 23, Dec 12 at 


Eyre, Poultry. 
Philtipe Thos, Marchmont-st, Burton-crescent, Cutler, Pet Nov 23. 
Dec 15 at}. Jones, Southampton-bidgs. 
> roe Rupert-st, Haymarket, Dyer. Adj Nov 23. Dee 15 at 
nyt, %...* wwe, S Walworth, Leather Seller. Pet Nov 23. 
Dec 12 at 12. Orchard, John ~st, Bedford-row. 
Sawle, francis, Denman-st, Goldencsq, Victualle:, Pet Nov 24. Dec 12 
at 12. Cooper, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
ees S as, Fenchurch-st, Porter. Pet Nov 25. Deci2ati, Smith, 


Broad-st. 

Se Chelsea, Colonial Broker. Pet Nov25. Dec 
5 at 12 Aldridge. 

elch, Jabez Jesse, Coleman-st, Printer. Pet Nov 21. Dee 16 at ih. 


Wi Th Southend, Kensington, out of business, Pet Ni 23. Dec 
eston, Thos, i. ov 
8 at 3. caiteaa Sees 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Hy, Shettl, Brewars Traveller. Pet Nov 24, Sheffield 
, John, 


are ee Sa Pet Nov 24. Dur- 
ham, Dec 10 at 12. 8 


Andrew, Chas Shimell, Seaman damn Journeyman Brewer. Pet Nov 23. 

Swansea, Dec 9 at 2. Morris, Swansea. 
i, ‘ew, Daniel, Peterborough, Grocer. Pet Nov 20, Peterborough, Dec 
at il. 


Adcock, W: 
Dec Sata. 


Smedley, Peterborough. 
Aastin, John, and Robt Austin, Nottingham and Long Eaton, Derby, Lace 
Manufacturers. Pet Nov 25. Nottingham, Dec 8 at 11. ' Briggs, Not- 


tingham. 
Barrow, Jas, West Gorton, nr Manch, Manufacturing Chemist. ‘Pet Nov 
Manch, Dec 21 at 12. Sale & "Co, Manch. 

ln John, Pool, Cornwall, Saddler. Pet Nov 24. Redruth, Dec 12 
at 10. Stephenson, Redruth. 

Brindle, John Leonard, Southampton, Beer Seller. Pet Nov 24, South- 
ampton, Dec 16 at 12. a Southampton. 

Carr, _— Thos Hy, ee See Factor. Pet (for pau) Nov 10. Derby, 
Dec 8 at 12. Leech, Derby. 

Child, wm Hy, Hereford, Builder. Pet Nov 24. Birm, Dec 14 at 12, 
Jay, Herefurd; Cawley & Whatley, Great Malvern; James & Co, 


oianem. Edward, Rugby, Coal Master. Pet Nov 25. Birm, Dee 11 at 


12, James & Griffin, Birm. 
Daws, Chas Harrison, Emneth, Norfolk, Wheelwright. Pet: Nov 23. 
Wisbech, Dec 16 at 12. Wilkin, mer! 's Lynn. on 


Dowell, Wm, Lower Lancing, Sussex, Victualler. Pet Nov 2'. 


ing, Dec 8atll. Goodman, Brighton. 

a, Rehd Tonson, aS M. = Pet Nov 24. Exeter, Dec 1] at 

, Torquay; Fryer, Exe’ 
Fuher, Thos, Williton, Somerset, Omnibus Driver. Pet Nov 23. . Wil- 
,Dec 8 at li. White, Williton. 

Fraser, John, Portsea, Victualler. Pet Nov 21. Portsmouth, Dec 17 at 
11. Pafford, Port 

Hall, John, Plardiwick, Stafford, Farmer. Pet Nov 24. Birm, Dec 14 at 
12. Pinchard & ane Wolverhampton; Hi & Birm. 

Hallett, John Bassett, H it, Sussex, Pet Nov 17. 
Cuckfield, Dec 21 at 3. G a, FE nny 

Hubbocks, Wm, Maids Moreton, . Adj Nov 16. Buckingham, 


Dec 21 at2. Kilby, Danbury, 
Kemp, Wm, Birm, Ale Store Keeper. Pet Nov 17 (for pau), Birm, Dee 
2) at 10. 
Lawiey, Burwarton, Salop, Haulier. Pet Nov 21. Bridgnorth, 
26 atll. Burbury, Stourbridge. F 
y F Spinner, Pet Nov 23. Manch, Dec$at 
il. Brooks & Co, Manch. 
Lloyd, Wm, Westbromwich, Cattle Dealer. Pet Nov 20. Oldham, Dec 8 
at 10. Watson, Oldbury; Stratton, Wolverham 
Martin, Chas, , Worcester, Publican. Oct 27. Pershore, 
Dec 22 at a. Be » Worcester. 
Mason, Geo, A k, Manch, Salesman. Pet Nov 24,, Manch, Dec 23 
atll. — ‘Manch. 


nen, John, Banbury, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 24. Banbury, Dee 10 at 
10. Pellatt, Banbury. 
Geo, Derby, Labourer. Pet Nov 10 (for pau). Derby, Dec 8 at 
12, Leech, Derb: 
aoore, Hy, Derby: Coe Zoach Builder. Pet Nov 18 (for pau). Derby, Decs 
at! rby. 
Morris John, Birm, Draper. Pet Nov 17 (forpau). Birm, Dec 21 at10. 
wala Fredk, Birm, Tobacconist. Pet Nov 17 (for pau). Birm, Dec 
21 at 10. 
‘ock, Chas, Birm, Gun Barrel Striker. Pet Nov 17 (for pan). Birm, Dec 
a at 10. 
Norton, Edwin Vaines, Hoyland Nether, York, Farmer. Pet Nov 23. 
Sheffield, Dec 12 at 10. Broadbent, 
Rehd Favell, Marazion, Cornwall, Tinman. Pet Noy 21. Penzance, 


Dec 5 at 11. Millett, 
Offer, yg aye B , Victualler. Pet Nov 24. Bristel, Dec 18 
at 12. Shipton, Bristol. 
pes bg eowen , Lpool, Clerk. Pet Noy 24. Lpool, Dee 9 at 3. Hus- 
, John, Angram, nr York, Farmer. Pet Nov 24. Leeds, Dec 
l4anll. Mason, York. 


Quincey, Wm, Emneth, Norfolk, Wheelwright. Pet Nov 23, © Wisbech, 
Dec 16 at 12. Wilkin, King’s 

Ramsden, John, Cleckheaton, Yorkshire, Wheelwright. Pet Nov 24. 
Bradford, Dec 11 at 10. Green, Bradford. 

Roberts, Aaron, Newchurch, Carmarthen, Clerk im Holy Orders. Pet 
Nov 25. Bristol, Dee Mat 1. Bevan, Bristol, 


John, ys , Shoemaker, Pet Noy23. Derby, Dec 8 
5, = sa, Blab x 
Innkeeper. Pet Nov 16. Cocker- 
SS etek Paitson, 
Seccombe, Gregory, Plymouth, Auctioneer, Pet Nov 20. East Stone- 
house, Dec 9 at ii. Gidley, Plymouth. 
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Short, John, West Hartlepool, Cartwright. Pet Nov 24. Harticpool, 
Dec ll at ll. Belk, beg a ay a 
Adj Nov 19. Bolton, Dec 21 at 10. 


Shorter, John, jun, "Red- hill, Riegate, Builder. Pet Nov 21. 
Dec 11 at 3, Marshall, Hatton-garden 

mS Wm men — Builder. Pet Nov 24. Norwich, Dec 8 at 
i. 

Slater, john, bon Chatr Turner. Pet Nov 17 (for pau). Birm, Dec 21 
at 10. 

Stanier, Francis, Manch, Grocer. Pet Nov 21. Manch, Dec 8 at 11. 
Grandy, Manch. 

Stark, mn Case, Devon, Farmer. Pet Nov 23. Exeter, Dec 11 at 12. 


eter. 

Steeples, Matthew, Derby, Jobbing Smith. Pet Nov 10 (for pau). Derby, 
Dec 8at 12. Leech, Derby. 

Symonds, Erasmas, Manch, Warehouseman. Pet Nov 24. Manch, Dec 
7 ati2. Higson & Robinson, Manch. 

Tattersall, Thos, Sawley, York. Farm Labourer. Pet Nov 24. Clitheroe, 

* DecBat il. Deane & Kendall, Clitheroe. 

Taylor, John Garnett, Balsall-heath, Worcester, Victualler. Pet Nov 23, 

irm, Dec 11 at 12. Brownlow & Smith, Birm. 

Telford, Ewd, Carlisle, Auctioneer. Pet Nov 24. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

Dec Il at iz. Watson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Huntingdon, 


Thomas, Jas, Ramsey, Huntingdon, Baker. Pet Nov 24. 

Dec 15 at 12. Thorpe & Watts, St Ives. 
Marine Store Dealer. Pet Nov 21. Lpool, Dec 8 

Turpin, Edwin, anise, Accountant. Pet Nov 23. Brighton, Dec 9 at 
atll, Goodman, Brighton. 

Wallis, Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Druggist, Pet Nov 23. Kingston- 
upon-Hull, Dec 7 at 11. Summers, Hull. 

Ward, Wm, Norwich, Ginger Beer Manufacturer. Pet Nov 24. Norwich, 
Dec 8 at li. Sadd, Norwich. 

Watson. John, Ravenstone, Buckingham, Innkeeper. 
port Pagnel, Dec 11 at 1. White, Northampton. 

Webb, Walter, Gt Bradley. Suffolk, Butcher. Pet Nov 19. Haverhill, 
Dec 17 at 12. Salmon, Bury St Edmunds. 


White, Geo, Matlock-bank, ane Tailor. Pet Nov 10 (for pau). Derby, 
Dec 8 at 12, Leech, Der 


Riegate, 


Pet Nov 2l. New- 


by. 
Wigley, Thos, Derby, Baker. Pet Nov 10 (for pau). Derby, Dec 8 at 12. 
Leech, Dei 


y: 
by John, Northwich, Chester, Druggist. Adj Nov 16 (for pau). 
Chester, Dec 6 at 10. Massey, Chester: 

Williams, Jas, Hereford, Builder. Pet Nor 24. Birm, Dec 11 at 12. 
James & Griffin, Birm. 

Williamson, Jonathan, Maryport, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 18. 
Cockermouth, Dec 7 at 3. Paitson, Whitehaven. 

Wilson, Robt. Abingdon, Boot Maker. Pet Nov 14, Abingdon, Dec 10 at 
10. Beard, Basinghal!-st. 


Turspay, Dec. 1, 1863, 
To Surrender in London. 
Addis, Jas Bacon, Oakley-st, Lambeth, Edge Tool Maker. Pet Nov 23, 
Dec 15 at 11. Marshall & Son, Hatton-garden. 
Ager, Geo, Aylsham, Norfolk, Agricultural Imp! t M 
Pet Nov 12. Dec 15 at 2. Soie & Cole, Aldermanbury ; 3 ee & Co, 


Norwich. 
Benjamin, Benj, Drury-lane, China Dealer. Adj Nov 23. Dec 15 at 12, 
Aldridge, Moergate-st. 
Brook, Hy.’ Sendewsh Isle of Wight, Plumber. Pet Nov 26. Dec 15 at 2. 
Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 
Cave, Wm Tull, Coborn-rd, Bow, Manager of a Rope Factory. Pet Nov 
27. Dec 15 at2. Sorrell, Mark-lane. 
Cole, Thos, Park-lane, Valet. Adj Nov 21. Dec 15 at 12. Aldridge, 
Moorgate-st. ¢ 
Cole, Jas, Erith, Brick and Tile Merchant. Pet Nov 26. Dec 15 at 11. 
Poole, Bartholomew-close. 
Brunswick-parade, Barnsbury, Carpenter. Pet Nov 
. Pope, Austin-friars. 
Day, Frdk, Woolwich, Assistant Engineer, R.N. Pet Nov 27. Dec 22 at 
ll, Wright & Venn, Paper-bdgs. 
Devonshire, Edw Kensington, Ingram-ct, Fenchurch-st. Ship Agent. Pet 
Nov 26. Dec 15 at2. Abrahams, Gresham-st. 
Gibbs, John, Croydon, Boot Maker. Pet Nov 27, Dec 14 at 3. Olive, 
Portsmouth-st. 
Hardy, Jas Kelita, Swan-st, Dover-rd, Dry Salter, Pet Nov 27. Dec 22 
atil. Kisch, Lancaster-pl. 
Heydon, Geo, Eastbury-ter, Mile-end, Confectioner. Pet Nov 26. Dec 
15 atl. Blakeley & Beswick, Nicholas-lane. 
Holmes, Geo, Adam-st, Portman-sq, Builder. Pet Nov 28. Dec 15 at 12. 
Hare, Basinghall-street. 
Gore Ouseley, Wo teers Chelsea, Civil Engineer, Pet Nov 28. 
id Broad-st. 


Dec 14 at 3. Pope, Ol 
bar tere red Luton, Builder. Pet Nov 19. Jan 4 at 11. 


Marsh, oy uy Pakenham, Southsea, Manager of a Theatre. Adj Nov 21. 
Dec 15 at 12. Aldridge, Moorgate-st. 

Norvall, Chas, Russell-st, Brixton-rd, Carman. Pet Nov 30. Dec 15 at 
1. Bickley, King William-st. 

Ra , Wm Hy, Buckland, near Portsmouth, Builder. Adj Nov 26 
Dec 12 at 1. Aldridge 

Renshaw, Jame, Wyndham- -road, a me a Victualler, Pet Nov 
27. Dec 19at 12. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Soar, Geo Attkins, jun, St Peter’s-pi, Hammersmith, Plumber, &c. Pet 
Nov 28. Dec 19 at 12, aa New-inn, 

= Geo Chas, Offord-rd, Islington, Carpenter. Pet Nov 26. Dec 15 


Layton, jun , Islington. 
Whitworth, Joseph, at Winchester-st, London, Tailor. Pet Nov 27. 
Dec 12at12. Phipos, Coleman-st. 
Woeks, Thos, Southampton-ter, Waterloo-road, Builder. Adj Nov 20. 
Dec 12 at 12. Aldridge. 
— Hy, Lianelleth, Monmouth, Coal Merchant. Adj Nov 23. Dec 
atll, Aldridge. 





Sismey, 


To Surrender in the Country. 
oe Birm, Ale Store Keeper. Pet Nov 17 (for pauy Birm, Dec 
21 at 10. 





— —_ West Gorton, near Manch, Manufacturing Chemist. Pet 
lanch, Dec 21 at 12. Sale & Co, Manch. 
Balto, Geo, Bradford, Grocer. Pet Nov25. Leeds, Dec 14 at 11, 
chinson, Bradford; Bond & Barwick, 
Bridgman, Geo Thos, Stowmarket, Draper. "Pet Nov 16. 
Dec 17 at 3, Fuller. 


Chantler, Wm, Leeds, Confectioner. Pet Nov 10 (for pau). Leeds, Dec 


15 at 12. Simpson, Leeds. ; 

Coulter, Hugh, Lpool, Contractor. Pet Nov 26. Lpool, Dec 14 st 1, 
Thornley, Lpool. 

Dransfield, Thos, Dalton, York, Designer. Pet Nov 16. Huddersfield, 
Dec 21 at 10. Dransfield, Huddersfield. 

Drew, Jas, Sandford, Devon, pane. Pet Nov 26. Crediton, Dee 12 
at ll. Cleave & Sparkes, C 

Eccles, Jas, Blackburn, eeten | Pen Nov 26. Blackburn, Dec 21 at “7 
Bannister, Accrington, 

Ellis, Sml, Leeds, Builder. Pet Nov 10 (for pau). Leeds, Dec 15 ati, 


Simpson, Leeds. 
Evans, John, Haniey, Parian Manufacturer. Pet Nov 27. Birm, Dec 14 : 


at 12. Baddock, Hanley; Smith, Birm 


Frampton, Geo, jun, Southampton, Builder. Pet Nov 26. Southampton, — 


Dec 16 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 

Godwood, John, Prawle, Devon, Merchant. Pet Nov 26. Kingsbridge, 
Dec 10 at 10. Orton, Kingsbridge. 

Gooden, Rbt, Balsall-heath, Worcester, Accountant. Pet Nov 17 (for pau), 
Birm, Dec 21 at 10. 

Griffiths, Wm, Tipton, Grocer. Pet Nov 24. 
Warmington, Dudley 


Andrews, Manch. 

Hammarbom, Hy Adolphus, Southgate, Hartlepool, Commission Agent, — 
Pet Nov 20, ‘Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec Il at 12. Watson, 

Hartley, John, Northowram, Halifax, Stone Delver. 
fa: 18 at 12, Holroyd, Halifax. 

Hendley, Hy, Derby, Stonemason, Pet Nov 27. Derby, Dec 14 at 12, 
Gam Je, Derby. 

Higgs, Wm, Sandown, foo if Wight, Baker. Pet Nov 23. Newport, Dee 
16atll. Joyce, N 

Hill, John Sml, Coseley, St Btafford, Engineer. Pet Nov 28. Birm, Dec 18 
at 12. Smith, Birm. 

Merrick, Hy, Taunton, General-shop Boot. Pet Nov 19 (for pau) 
Taunton, 12 at 12. Reed, Bridgwat 

Needham, Geo, Nottingham, Coach Builder. Pet Nov 28. Nottingham, 
Dec 16 at 11. Maples, Nottingham. 

Perkins, Wm, Leamington Priors, Tailor. Pet Nov 20. Warwick, Dec 

Overell, Leamington Priors 

Phipps, Wm, Markfield, Le’ ar, Victualler. Pet Nov 30. Leicester, 
Dec 19 at 10.30. Weston, Leicester 

Pockett, Hy, Clifton, Mariner. Pet Nov 27. Bristol, Dec 18 at 12, Clife 
ton & Brooking, Bristol. 


Pritchard, Geo, Gresford, Deabieh Bricklayer, Pet Nov 28, Wrexham, a 
Exeter, Dec 16 
Rowe, John Patrick, Manch, out — “Pet Nov 14 (for pau). Lpool, © 


Dec 16 at!. Hughes, Wrex! 
Restarick, Edw, Bridport, Leather Seller. 
atl. Miller, Bristol; and Hirtzel, Exet 


Log Nov 20, 


Dec 16 at 10. Evans & Co, 


Salter, Fredk, Northam, Eouthampi, og Pet Nov 26. Southamp- ~ 


ton, Dec 16 ati2, Mackey, Sor 


San‘ers, Isaac, Keresley, Warwick, eT hecleright, Pet Nov 26, © oe 


Dec 15 at 3. Smallbone, Coventry. 

Shepherd, Geo, and Kalph Heslop, ‘Alnwick, Slaters. Adj Nov20. Alnwick, 
Dec 14atil. Wilkinson, Alnwick. 

Slater, Geo, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Engineman. Pet Nov 25, Newcastle, 
Dec 16 at 12. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

as *: Hy, Bath, Painter. Pet Nov 23. Bath, Dec 12 at 11. Bartrum, 

! 
Snape, Jas. 


Accrington, Farmer. Pet Nov 27. Manch, Dec 14 at 12, 
Smith & Boyer, Manch. 


yy » John Thos, Birm, Greengrocer. Pet (for pau) Nov17. Birm,. 
21 at 10, 
Turner, Peter, Widford, Hertford, Farmer. Pet Nov 23. Hertford, Dec 


22 atll. Foster, Hertford. 
Watson, Jas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Pawnbroker. Pet Nov 25. Kingston- 
upon-Hull, Dec 9 at 12, Summers, Hull. 
Wells, Geo, Kingston-upon-Hull. Corn Factor. Pet Nov 25. Kingston- 
upon-Hull, Dec 16 at 12. Wells & Smith, Hull. 
Wingrove, Wm, Lexden, Colchester, Potter. Pet Nov 18. Colchester, 
Dec 12 at 11.30. Jones, Colchester. 
— Jas, Birm, Jeweller, Pet Nov 27. Birm, Dec 14 at 12. Parry, 
irm. 
BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Faiwar, Noy. 27, 1863. 
Ottley, Wm Hy, Dowgate-hill, London, Grocer. Nov 25. 








LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE isthe MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality.— 
Iron Fenders, 3s, 6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., ie brag 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s, set of a, Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. “Teapme 
6s, 6d. set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. 
with plated knob, 53. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d. A set of Kitchen 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has becn celebrated for 50 
a Table Knives, 14s., 16s.,and 18s. per dozen. White Bone 

ae e- Ceee 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s, All war- 


rake the lsnits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- - 
chasers are haar go to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
of Electro Plate, Warranted Table ee oe 
gery, &c. May be had gratis or < — 
at the same low prices Mich thelr setabllsheneet Bas 
ea eee eee Coders above bove £2 delivered, cartia ze free 
per raul. ' 


RICHARD AND JOHN SLACK, 336, STRANE LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


Dudley, Dec 10 at 11, — 
Hallworth, Jas, Stockport, Wheelwright, Adj. Stockport, Dee 21 at 18, 


Pet Nov'26. Hai. 


BAGG Ns DRUPAL LGR IS AS 











